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PART II—Section 3 —Sub-Section (ii) 



srrc?t wWT-T rrawm ( tstt ) irt sir! ftp tftfaftpfi uPfa ^ftr^vtsTTr 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other tlmn the Ministry of Defence) 


^rffrf, Amt tit Ar n^TTr 

yV trfsry^i 

rri I$fRV, 1 9 ITTRU j 9 9 7 


W> 1 1 ’ 3 i 1 o 1 :—Tt-STy T" t U's L o'^T^'srr. 3 T 

at'R (R=t,voT) stfiJ'iTW, 19s 7 

(i9«7 •sfiumir, ’U 28) ^Tt httu 12 ^"t tt- 
hto (1) % qr^ttt st 1- ; tren ur^q't a>m 
^BTTT S'o >jfr 'Tf-Tm' fai? 'riT^'nT, ST.VTPTi, W 

T^r hptjvtit, f tt i*ft ftr;^ fTRt, ttr H 

iUrr^Ar -*'rr fa'q-^T'T (ittrt) 

•yrNtf-i-rq-, him 7 <T urn 9 % TTTd'T % ip-fur 
OTOJ f-RT ’TRRfjni Rq.TT ir fRRq- Trf- qtit fl 
sstsfr 'ifnTr, wim auTprr rr, t? 


fo^r j"P r yA ph yV ft fT'-fr w ( 1) yrrjfr 
1 R Kiifrf fcMt 

(R R RR. RfTB fP-T.^iR) (2) y'RHT 2 (<R[)/90 
n 5 jf,fq;-- 5 /n;?Ty-,fflT-f[/^r;rrti'ii/n? fr-'-fr (tr, Ah 

fRTTHF) (3) jURT 3 (n-JT)/nO-'^y fl-.i 

bRyi^Mr/ilyMlf/yt fTRV (tTtt ipm fPNiTR) 
( 4 ) yr j AT t ('RjtDo-Atr^iit'-a/'R^AiT-ir/R'TtyA 
iTRT (^oTo r|3f ftRRP?) ( 5 ) yWT 5 
(ir )/.4i)-nyTyAq-s/iRy'!fAT-llA'rtiryAAi 
(s-^r ;'7 ?fto sRr tr)(h) a (r>*r)/ 9 o 

-r.77,i?v-5/r-.vrit.A rt-TI/^T r^ffar 1 /vri: fa«-fr 
j ; itr ) yV (7) y.^rr 1 (py)/9- 5 / 

OHiTifm-ir/OTyUrit/^if f^'T (^Tr^T 

% Ha it sw fwde yayT vtiirs,) % 


3 >36 Gl/97 -—1 


( 1 ) 
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Wn'UH 44T 4 ddfsPT 3ffa 

474 srrsrf^'^riT % arofa fofat svr 

fiU7 »bt 44144 % fc-pv faw rifr 

arfwtaPP % 47 if f?pm TT?fr I1 

[do 225/49/97-t'A'trr-TI(i)] 
ffr f*(VT, 477 4147 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PG & PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel & Training) 

New Delhi, the 19th December, 1997 

S.O. 1.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to rub-section (1) of Section 13 
of the Terrorist & Disruptive Activities '(Preven¬ 
tion) Act 1987 (Act No. 28 cf 1987), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri Pavitar Singh 
Bhardwaj, Advocate J & K High Court, C|o. Talab 
Tillo, Jammu as Special Public Prosecutor for con¬ 
ducting prosecution of the cases namely (i) RC 1 
(S)|90~SIU, ViCBTSIC. IIINew Delhi (Air Force 
personnel murder case), (ii) RC 2(S)|90-SIU. V| 
CBI [SIC- II|New Delhi (Lassa Kaul Murder case), 
(iii) RC 3(SV90-SIU. V|CBI|SIC. II|New Delhi 
(Mir Mustafa Murder case), (iv) RC 4(S)[90-SIU. 
V|CBI[SIC. IIINew Delhi (B. K Ganjoo Murder 
case), (v) RC 5(S) [90-SIU V|CBI, SIC|II|New Delhi 
(V. C. Murder case), (vi) RC 6(S)|9(FSrU. V| 
CBI|S1C. II[New Delhi (H.L. Klitra Murder case) & 
(vii) RC 1(S)[92-SIU. V|SIC. H|CBI|New Delhi 
(DGP office Bomb Blast case) end any other matter 
connected therewith and arising under the said Act, 
investigated 1 and instituted by the Sptecial Investi¬ 
gation Cell-II of Delhi Special Police Establishment, 
Central Bureau of Investigation, New Delhi in the 
Designated Court at Jammu constituted under the 
provisions of Secion 9 of Terrorist & Disruptive 
Activities (Prevention) Act, 1987. 

(No. 225|49|97-AVD. IT(i)} 
HARI SINGH, Under Secy. 

4f ftfFSft, 19 feRIT, 1997 
TToatfo 2 :—% 4 fpT 47777 nRgprr arKtTTTTf ■ 

afk fa 7 fT 4 i 7 (f^cyr) arfsiffapr, 

1987 ( 1987 Tl 4faf474 4° 28) TV EIT7r 13 Tf 
Rurrr (i) % 774 JT grrr sr«r Frfatpff Tf sdbr 
ttt §tv d) utot tut arfETT'Txrr, TJfar 

hmyr 3 6 gt;, 7143717 srfa 4 477 tpt, 
tri tpft Tf 3ft7 fymvtnv (fazr- 

TUT) arf-t^mw, 198 7 9T7r 9 % 474?at % 3f#T 
iffey 74 fpq?r qrTutfTR rptitw if faw urrit 
Tti-ir, fafaf fwr 3144 Htmr, %4[k 3t7wmr, 

Tii fcerit STir SPTOt iitr 77T (l) 

arraft 7 (ort)/ 9 o-s/AWritf^/Qttiri-fdi-11/4$ fa-Ar 

(sro Uw 4$7 377574 JTfJRr), ( 2 ) arresTr 8 

(t’4) / 9 fa?rif 

(ifMTf 7TW BRRTtsr) ( 3 ) 4(741 4/91-4447 $7-5/ 


dWfar 1 t/oyrai' 1 ffaf-II/ t$ farfaf (rfadU sritr (4) 
afiTtfr 6 (u;^)/9l-u53Tl%-5/^Wlf/n7Taritfll-ir/.lf 
fcfal (Tifrev 3 pr? 7 yi rmrari) (s^ridr 9 ( 44 )/ 9 i 
44317$ u 5arrf/Pfrarrl tI-I r/ 4 $ fevft (Ttr 
54r,Thr) arc (e) W\T& 3(t?4)/.9-i- 
7 twr^j-s/riMfstif/pnarifrif-II/af fcfaf (f 77^(4 4547 
^r-T tv niTTr) t 344TR4 ttt 3.4 npfat 4 ddfatf 
affa 3'i'fyfmrff % arair 4^44 fa'Tt str [777 
47 44 R 4 T 7 ^ % fan fafly TIT % W 

if f497.7 TTrfr z I 

CJ 

[do 225 / 49 / 97 - 74 raf-II (II)] 

477 ffT'T, W TT77 

New Delhi the 19th December, 1997 

S.O. 2.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-section (I ) of Section 13 
of the Terrorist & Disruptive Activities (Preven¬ 
tion) Act 1987 (Act No. 28 of 1987), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri Makhan Lai 
Tkusoo, Advocate, J&K High Court r|o 366-A 
Rajpura, Shakti Nagar Chowk, Jammu Tawi as 
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution 
of the cases namely (i) RC 7(S)[90-SIU, V]CBI[SIC 
IIINew Delhi (Dr. Rubiya Sayced Kidnapping case), 
(ii) RC 8(S)|90-SJU. V|CBI!SIC. IIINew Delhi 
(Maulvi Farooq Murder case), (iii) RC 4(S)]91- 
SIU. V|CBIISIC. lI[New Delhi (Dharambir Murdi 
case), (vi) kC 3(S)[94-SIU, V[CBljSIC, II, New 
Delhi (Naheeda kidnapping case), (v) RC 9(S)|92- 
SIU| V|CBI|SIC. II|New Delhi (Wanchoo Murde- 
case), (iv) RC 3(S)/94-SIU, V/CBI/SIC, II, New' 
Delhi (Firdous Ahmed Khan case) and any other 
matter connected therewith and artical under the 
said Act, investigated and instituted by the Special In¬ 
vestigation Cell-II of Delhi Special Police Establish¬ 
ment, Central Bureau of Investigation, New Delhi in 
the Designated Court at Jammu Constituted under the 
provisions of Section 9 cf Terrorist & Disruptive 
activities (Prevention) Act, 1987. 

[No. 225|49|97-AVD. II(ii)] 
F1ARI SINGH, Under Secy. 


farf rraTRr 

(trr fwnr) 

9TRTT (WJ) TT TPTfdT 

T 5 mrr, 2 fdiRy, 1997 

TT.ittT. 3 -— TP&ntJrOT tt 

fTTTT TTFfT I fT fdRfdferf 4734 TT 4T7TT Iffij- 
f4T4, 1961 Tf Sm 3 5 Tt TTtjRT (l)% 

(ii) srmrr fdan % f444 6 %mtn W?4 

TTftmfr sect fyRfrifg-fr wot 97 “dim” % drd 
vrtft 4 Rrdrirffr fen tut |:— 

( 1) 4734 ?T 4 dRr 7 TT 7 f % fdd 477 vRr 

7f?7f T^TT I 



i 998 /q^r 13,1919 


['■fTT 1 ! II—3 (ii) ] 

(2) iii W iwrPw spjewr kkk 'rkf 

sft w srrf'rfi farm srkk fkfk 3 k 

% f^r^r aW ah % 31 af afiaa, 

aanfa^ a xrkrtW strata faara 

"sftmfaaff ■aaa”, ?a hfkkt ft®, af 

fehr-110016 kr ataT, wtT 

( 3 ) ai srka> ah % 31 aa^aa: ^ %wt- 

ktfka ahaa: %^t kt afa (ar) 
agafika rar (® 3 ), (?a) afha a'snfaa' 

aar xrWrfaa aahara faanr kk (a) 

snwr arjpa/hraarr atrrfaaaar (®a) 

faak EffSTfaarc a aaa haaa afar | 
hk amrc xrfhfaaa, 1961 aff stitt 

35 ( 1 ) k a hr af frith fkar aar hafaa 
133 % an" a aiaT-attfaTa ara-saa fftna 
at at ataa akat i 

3333 ar ara : artak Jf^raT aaa, a. aa. aar ant, 

3 *3 sp 4 0000 7 

a? affffaar faafiF 1-4-97 a 31-3-98 aa 
ah asfa,a fah aarat |i 

Wat: 1. aahaa aa (1) 1 W aar haa 

% fat ati aft Stan 

2. aasa kf^rirra fon | fk t 
spjataa ait xrafa afrir % fat 
warn; araaa/anran; fakra (®a) 
fhak likfTfaaTT h aasa tctt % % 
arsaa a araaa a^rfakro (^3), 
aawr jkf hhr afaat a xrrhaa 
ah, mihRi at aafa afh % 
hast a fah wiasa-asr at faanr ar 
a^a axar f 1 aa xnaaa aa at 
®; afaar aaakra at stafb afk% 
fah atar afha tsrrfaa? pa ktejffaa 
Sahara faara a aia haar | 1 

[tkaT J w 1742/pa;.h. a.fa./ai.a. (wj)/ 
pa. 42 /aa./ 35 (i)(ii)/ 9 o- 9 i] 
a%a jart, aar fakaa srraaa (n) 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

(Office of the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemption) 

Calcutta, the 2nd September, 1997 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O, 3.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the prescribed Authority 


under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purpose of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 
35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the cate¬ 
gory “Institution” subject to the following condi¬ 
tions — 

r t ) Thfi organisation will maintain separate 
-its of accounts for its research activi- 
s; 

(ii) IL will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
eaefi year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-tax |Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income and Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which 
exemption was granted under sub-scction 
(1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Bharatiya Vidya Bhavan, 

K. M. Munshi Marg, 

Bombay-400007. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-97 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : 1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Director 
General of Income-tax (Exemptions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of 
Income-tax iDirector of Income-tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over 
the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1742|F. No. DGjIT(E)|M-42]CALl35f 1) 

(ii)]90-91J 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of Income-tax 

(Exemptions) 
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TOTTO 

tt to. 4-—to "to^po qfror Urn 
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totFj qqrq % faff qTqr qfqq fjirfqT 

r ri TOTOfqT qqTOtrq fsr+rrT % to 

* ■? 

'O’jPTT ft 1 


TiFTTg fT fqFqfaf'TOT TTTRT TO TOTTO wMtTT, 
1961 tT urn H5^i wr (0 % (ii) 

T faff WETTO fqqq T fTOtT 6 % TOrfa fafod 
toRi-tott grq ffaqfafaq unff to, 'toto’’ % 
qqq T srffVq TOTTOfeq Ftott tto £ — 

(i) tohto qqqarq tot! % faff toto ffror 

qffatt "TOTT l 

(ii) TO totT ffmfqro qqqqrq tout TOfff 
to mp tiFtt fqqqq tout fqfffa qff 
T faff TOTT TOT Jl«q# dT qfTO, 
fffarfqr q q’rarfqq qqqjrq fqqrq, 

“afaifvTt TOtq" to TOT TO TO?, qff 

faqff -110 016 to fffaqr, qV 

(iii) TO TTOT TO T 31 TOEJTO T'T TTO 
TOtfaq qifqqr q^r TO fad fa) TOTTO 
dTOfqffTOT fad), fa) qkq dmfdT 
qqr ffTTOfdT TOdTOd fddPT qV (d) 
totto totto/mtetto TOrfqffdT fad) 
fadffr qqif'JTTr d toft dddd q?qr £ 

q> TOdTO sfufdTOt, 19 61 Tt 
qpq 35 ( 1 ) d fff df frofa fron tot 
ddf'Jd 75 d T TOT q Ffar-T’ffffdq TOd-sTO 
femd to to ttot toto i 

dddd TO drd : dtf dTTOff. TOfcTO gEfadd TP" 
fdfad FTO qjfafad TOT &TO 

Uqq didEfa, tototi toto did, 
Td, dfarfa-f00012 

TO srffarddT fqqTT 1 - 4-97 d 31 - 3-2000 
FT t) qqfq T faff stdNff 1 

fdTOdT : 1- TOTffdd dd ( 1) “fid" ffdl qqq 
% faff TOq dff; fadt 1 

2. TOST TO qroq fTOT TTqT % fT 
q 5fTOriTOT Tr^rqfq qi!Tq % fqq 
qTTTT arETTl'/TOqTT fqqqqr (©j) 
fqq% fqqrfaTTT t tottr qrqqr z 
% ETOTq ir qTTTT qfrfqqqq 
(^q), TTTTO T1 qtq qfqqf q 
qiTqq TO, qqifrqq Tt qqfa 
qfiq T qqq q fqq TOqqq-TT Tt 
fqqrq tt TO=rq |! ^ 

qrq^q qq Tr ®. qfqqt iTTOfiqq to 


[qqro : 1713 /ft. q. t . fq. /to . t . 

(^q)/nq. 28/35( 1 ) (ii)/90-9l] 

qq.-q TOTO, TOTT fqqqq: ?pqqrT (sq) 

Calculta. the 10th September, 1997 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 4,—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the prescribed Authority 
under l<,ule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purpose of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 
35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the cate¬ 
gory “Institution" subject to the following condi¬ 
tions :— 

(i) 'I he organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scicntilic research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research, 'Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-11001 (> 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the. (a) Director General 
of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-tax'Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income and Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which 
exemption was granted under sub-section 
(1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 
1961 . 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Bai Jerbai Wadia Hospital for Children and 
Institute of Child Health Research 
Society, Acharya Donde Marg, Parch 
Mumbai-400012. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes : 1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Director 
General of Income-tax (Exemption.-, 1 . 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of 
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Income-tax Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over 
the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary. 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

(No. 1743,F. No. DG [T(E) M-2S!35( 1 ) (iii 

90-911 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of Income-tax 

(Exemptions) 

10 ] 997 

?nrT'F J " 

»tt. vrr. 5-—OTtimr ftfi mrprn jjf^r 

Em men t Ef EmErfiim Er minm 

.srfsrEmr, taut m etft 3 5 mmim ft) % 
*rr (ii) T Ur? Emr E Emu g E *rsfm 

EEm tnftmff fumErfiau wff T r “w* rm” 

% tEE % sp-fto xmTOEm Em mn f,. — 

(i) Emm mmsrm wf % Eru mm Ern- 
^ferf mmr i 

(ii) it? mm ^tEpf mrEsrm amff 

m mfw faTTO smN? Emm m 
E Em sw w % 31 u# mtr uEm, 
tsnEmr 4 stEftEm mmsrm E*rm, 
“sftenEraft mm,” m Em, uf Emfr 

110016 #miT, ?tE 

(iii) us? mr E 31 rntgrr *mrr- 

ftEEm mfotr Earr wfrr (ftr) tttwr 

u^iE^rntr (^r), (nr) uhm 

5«tr sfRrrfW sm/faiir Emm srV (m) 
tov mwr/srmm usiEttof (®?) 
EmE wnfsmT fi Emm usm 

!tf stpfft i 9 g i Et srm 

3 5 (i) if m u£ fmm Em urn EEfum 
k ^ m i( iEm-mrEm mu-mr %mr^ 
Er m sfwr mm i 

Emm ’m mu - fwmr fr^mr am EuE 
fFefEqr 192 / 3 , TmEjum nE-i 

Emfr- -i 1 o 4 J 6 (ummt?) 

U5 iUEPjmTT 1-4-9 6 U 31-3-99 ft*F 

m rrsrftt E Em irunfr t 1 

fcmofr. 1 . m(i) "mr” Eut Emi% 

Em mu nE Em 1 

2 Emu ut uum tern mm E % 
4 rrmfEu EV smKr mm % fu !r 
mw Emm (rm) 


Etu?k wurEmm u Emu u-.m ? 

% mmu E mrnfu ustEEjff 
( rpj), umum m Eru srEm E 
rnEm =m, -Tr-mma Ert mf'^r g?R % 
ma H forir irm^-r-m Er irfbrmf f^vrm 
•ft 9m=r mmr Ii ^ srr^-m w'r 
tf: nEmr ^ ^Tfu ^rrE % ErE 

4TJT 3?nrEm m xmftfnm rr^jm 
Uum % 'rim 'omfif 1 1 

[tot. 1 744/mmm.fa\/5nm 
(Tm)/m.-i 55 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii )/90 — 9 1 ] 

to frrm, stto ffr^pjap mimm (vz) 
Calcutta, the 10th September, 1997 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 5.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been, approved by the prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purpose of clause (ii) of sub-section (l) of Section 
35 of the lncom,e-tax Act, 1961 under the cate¬ 
gory “Institution" subject to the following condi¬ 
tions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research. ‘Technology Bhawan". 
New Mehrauli Read, New Delhi-110916 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-tax (Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income and Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which 
exemption was granted under sub-section 
(1) of Section 35 of Income-tax Act. 
1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Shivsadan Renewable Energy Research Insti¬ 
tute, 192(3, Industrial Estate, Sangli- 
416416 (Maharashtra). 
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This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-96 to 31-3-99. 

Notes : 1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Director 
General of Income-tax (Exemptions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of 
Incomc-taxjDirector of Income-tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over 
the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1744[F. No. DGIIT(E) jM-155)35(1 )(ii)j 

90-91J 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of Income-tax 

(Exemptions) 

tofW4T 1997 
-T ttTT 7 

TT. sti 6.—SWypfa fat fafarv faf'PT ffaaT 
'srmf | fT faT outo 7 arfaffaw 

19 G 1 fat urn 3 .S 4 h" 3 T 4 TTr (l) % (jj) % 

fafa stitot farm % faim « fa auity faf|rr 
flTnjTpT sra hrmfoifapr uraY ir ‘fay fa fay 
fa srsflff sprmfor fazrr mn — 

( i) gfafa 3iafaypr srraf f sett rst 
sfsrat x^Tp' i 

(ii) jt? 5m muffa aRfasrpr fa-Air 37?faf 
tt n-jp yqm tw-m xtrFim farim mi fa 
fafa srir mi fa 3i irf to nfmr, 
tarfTO t srifatfTO apwg-pr fmipr, 
‘fatfafaroT vimY, % ifTOtfar fate, te 
farm-110016 fat 'TOilf, fat 7 

(iii) Jr? s-fto to fa 3i spf<j5p; to ten¬ 
ter fe-t mite ter fat nfa (*r) arn,^ 
TOifavro (%'s), (m) afro fonfro ? 
tot fatfaifTO amyrn fa*uiT ath; (p) 
anroi; arr^TO/atTTO 7 . toftoto ('as) faro 
teffTOTT fa TOtr fa*tTO Ttm ft fat 7 
SOTOT arfafaipr, 1961 fat UTTT 3l( l) 

4' fat iff frofa tern mtr tefe a? fa 

yte fa ter-tetite amr-suir fgmm far -far 

tern i 

nfa'in tt hm : itjtjt mteTOte Tran u.nfamv, 4 4, 
■’TTrffr,!^ srf fat?, Tufat-XT, T-FT- G 0 0 0 1 -1 


it? te'JTOm fat atm 31-10-9 6 it 31-3-99 to 
fat m'ia fa fate smfat £1 

fotet: 1 . to ter to ( 1 ) “tev” ter ater fa 
fate itit ter ter 1 

2. row fai nrvm fam ^rreri | fqr a 
TO'faimr fat to far srate fa fate 
30 to 7 fas to (®j) 

term '^TfaspiT -fa nfaTO qm^r £ 
fa rnaor fa STiq-^rJ- ngifa^TOT (k), 
TOTTO faT faU yfafaT fa TOTOate, 

TOfatTO fat TO'f y TOR fa fayy fa fate 
teaa-TO far faapr 9 h 

| I 'att mi fat affUTT 

far g? s fa fa fsffa fatal 
fastfTO rfa fa'rfarfatr 'if-faym 
fx'fltn fa im fa^rfat |' 1 

[fa-sn : 171 s/fj. ?v. n. fn. /far. w,. 

(fa-^) /far. nyr. — s 1 / 3 5 (1) (ii) / 9 o_91] 

nfan TKifa TO 7 ffa,TO atia^x (fa) 

Calcutta, the 10th September, 1997 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 6.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 
35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research. Technology Bhawatl’ New 
Mehiauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for 
every financial year by 3 J st May of eacli 
year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indust¬ 
rial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-taxjDirector of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation by the 31st October each 
year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts anti also a copy of audited In- 
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fiFf'l! rifcTrfsW? II T-fcT 44(54 t^jt S 
ark ^riipfrr rrfirffau, 19 61 44 entt 

35 ( 1 ) f ff 4f fkrf fTTi 441 fffsm 
v>z % ?ti> if ^T-nfifsT^r- 414-544 fipTR 
Cr vft 4*44 tNr i 


come and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (i J 
of Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 1061. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Madras Diabetes Research Foundation, 44, 
Royapettah High Road, Royapettah, 
Madras-600014. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

31-10-96 to 31-3-99. 

Notes : 1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Director 
General of Income-tax (Exemptions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of 
Income-tax Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over 
the organisation. Six copies of the appli¬ 
cation for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 17451F. No. DGjlT(E)|TN-8H35( 1 )(ii)| 

90-911 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of Income-tax 

(Exemptions) 

lOfarTKp-, 1997 

44.547. 7 .—*T%rsrrc<rr Tt mresm famr 

ttti t fT ffrnftrferT tTirsn tt 474474 qfuff jr, 1 9 e i 
tV mrr as^TSwrr ( 1 )% w (ii) % faf 
414474 frw % fn-m « % ttTfi faf^r nrfarrct 
?rt f-i-t-t Rh'Rsi^ vrff nr “*r?*TFT" % % srakr 

spndfer Nrt w % :— 

(i) 4454 sprersrR Tiff % Rif ^jpt %»nr 

srffRTt yfnT, 

(ii) 44 m tsnf'iT 444414 fn'tf) xirff 

tt nr tiRtt Rtixt fimht =pt 

% Rrf srf 47 44 % 31 nr, *rf 44 

fwifirr 4 attenffr mrmnn Rhtr, 

hsTtTr fte, rrf 

ferff - 1 1 0 0 1 6 Tt 4 f 47 , 3 ffr 

(iii) 45 sr?fT 4$ % 31 *74347 m; tfijr- 

'TClfWcT 41 Fr 4-TT Tr jrfrT (t) TW7 
(Viz), (^) 4f44 

44T afteflfipp HRftE[T4 Rhtft sfrr (ir) 
4 Twt itrtt/wrtt: RtiRrfrrr (^ar), 


44R R 474 : T fiT - ;J q%57, T tpK 5R no® 

2W7I4T tfx44 ST IT 

TRfanff , tfbr wy ni fr^r- 11001 a 

44 srftFjRhT fc4747 3-(1-9 4 f 3 1-3-90 4T 

4ffsT4fa % Rrf JPTTft I I 

Waff' 1. 1WW C4 (l) “44” f 47 f =tf % 

Rif 414 n?3f 4T4T I 

2 . tptct T7 tjh ft farr mu £ fr 

4 SR4T44 f) SI4fa 4?T4 T Rff 
3 TWtt 511^44/474477 fnfyrr (®s) 
Rr% et^rfuTR f 4434 4741 

$ % 47S44 # 5TRTT 4SlfHlTT 

(157 ;) ttttTT tt fihr irf?nff 4 
t'F, tRnnR tt ^'Rr 

45R f RTt 4 frf Tt 

firffR TT 4R4I % I 37T 

?n%R tst t) v>: srRptr ^44^4 Tt 
?H4far 44if % Rrf fiRrr 4f44 
fjnfrr nf- sfftfrfnT tr-tw-i f^vrnr 
T 414“ 444) t I 

[rpi4T : 17 4 6/445.4.4. ff./STf.T. 

(^4)/44,ff.-147/35( l) (ii)/9 0-9l] 
T4l'- r I 5T4 7 fafsra T14T V (tt) 

Calcutta, the 10th September, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 7.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions : 

(i) Tire organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its Research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, “Technology Bhawan”, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
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ill!;, n azf'i ir 01 iniua : januaitv 

for every financial year by 3 1st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax ^Director of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction 
over the organisation, by the 31st Octo¬ 
ber each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Foundation for Innovation and Technology 
Transfer, Indian Institute of Technology. 
Hauz Khas, New Delhi-110016. 

This Notification is eflective for the period from 
3-6-94 to 31-3,-96. 

Notes ;— 1, Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Incomc-tax'Director 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly 
to the Secretary, Department of Scien¬ 
tific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1746JF. No. DG|1T(E)!ND-147|35|' 

(l)(ii)l90-911 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income-Tax (Exemptions) 

10 fatTfaT, 190 7 

trnr zz 

apToSTTo 8. —PWXTRIT 4ft trtfiffTTT Tffaz f%4T 
ZT4T ft fz ffi-M fafeff 4454 44 STmXi < Zf'jf444, 
19 01 4ft srm 3 5 Ar (1 ) % ^3 (ij) 

% Dtp srrqzz Rppt % a % trdiz f^rfer trrfsr 

S' i it fprofafa-r 7Tpf T 5 " " rfa " % tfspr 

% 5TifPr sRzrfctr famr zzt ft ;— 

(i) 44Z4 sppfam zi^ff % fan 444 fair 

zfrprr Ftnr i 


IdUft/PAflSA IT !9]0 |Pa’:l Il-Src; 3(ii)J 

(ii) 4Z rm qztfaz wmT4 tfadf 4mff zt 

nz EfTfaz ^ritz ffatz 44 T fan 4>4Z 

ft T 3 1 4i 4Z 4fa4, fzTffiz z 5fT3frf4z 
5pm tm fsr+rrrr, nfatfiizi 444 ^ fiipfaT 

•ff?, 4# 11 0 0 Id 44 fiz4T, mt 

(iii) 4? F4Z 4q % 3 1 5rz^F FfSf; falT ZCtfaz 

zrfhz Far 4 ft a f 4 (z) httiz rntTfhfzz 
(zz), (n) ttfaz £zrf 4 z 44 r sfteftffaF: 

fzmz Af ( 4 ) tiftf srrtppr/ 
5TT44i T 4jTrf4fZZ (t£Z) fFTZ tfatTfSPZF 
it wt 4454 T?aT & wtt zrrrr^rv sTfaffam, 
19 6 1 44 triTT 3 5 ( 1 ) it ft 4f fv44 
fZ4T 44T Tfq'ftTff Z4 47 4F if FJT fatfaz 

544 fezm z4 zt zfft 44,4t i 

4454 44 4T4 

4|r4ZF mftZFZrz frjfa fs-Zt^J, 

44 fa 4T44 44, 4144T4 4t 5 523, 

TTZFT'Z I 

zs srftrtpmr fatrz 1 - 4-1997 4 31 - 3-2000 4Z 
4 ft 5mfa % fan trmff t 1 

1 . ^ip 24 fT 414 (i) “fat” Z 4 T 4 Ft %fan 
Ft^ 4Ft SPIT I 

2. Ttfa>4 44 fam ZT4T £ f*P a 5T44V,4 

4 ft ’ttEt 4ftfi z fan; arr4zr ttnjzr/ 
5TPT4Z fzfzz (ZZ) fzz47 WTlfSTH' 
if 44^4 9Z4T % Z ZTEZZ 4 ?tT4-F 4ZT- 
fzfTJTZ (^T)„, ZZTZT TT 4T4 trfrpft 
ir trrtzz w^ t ttsrfk 4ztz 

% ¥f4tr if fzp ’Trtzz-TZ Zt fzzrtr 44 

4Z4T % I Z=9 44444 4^ S: 
nffpri 5144444 4ft 5T4f4 4^14 % fan 
#«rr 4f44 t5nf447 n-4 7 fa?fTf447 ?Tt|4BT4 
faZPl % 9T4 ifa4T ff I 

1 747 /n 41 ofl'o 4 of 4 a/ 5 rro 4 to (ZZ)/rnt o 1 o/ 
4:4o/3 5 ( 1 ) (ii)/90-91] 

Z%ur FttF, srqz f4f 44' PT44Z (zz) 

Calcutta, the I Oth September, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. S.—-It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
lias been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
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[<T|ir II—if* 3(ii)] 

category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre- 

' tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, “Technology Bhawan" 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax [Director of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction 
ewer the organisation, by the 31st Octo¬ 
ber each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961, 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Nimbkar Agricultural Research Institute, P.O. 
Box 44, Phaltan-415523, Maharashtra. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes :—1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax[Director, 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly 
to the Secretary, Department of Scien¬ 
tific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1747[F. No. DG|IT(E)[M-16|CAL[35| 

(l)(ii)|90-91] 

MUKESH KUMAR. Addl. Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions). 


2 2 1997 

rpptt 

'PToPITo 9—famuTTOT fa nr^TTT nfat fan 

strtt 't fa ffanfafaFr fasr fat srrrwt fafaffan, 

1961 fa STITT 35 fat oWITT (i) fa BTS (ii) fa fan 

*nwr fcm fa fam 6 % fafa faffa mfmpfa 
tft ffarfaffa faT "farR” % tm % fafa 
fafafct farr rtt | i 

(i) ^PjdtTT^T ’ffaTfafan fan«rffat 
fanr, 

(ii) fa stfa 'wfatiM fatit 

FT fafar fsiWT fafa ffafar fa % fair 
-hrt fa % 31 fa crt nffan ®r 
fafafap fafarR fam, fafaffat nnr 
'f fffatfa fan, fa fafa-110 016 fat it fat, 
fax 

(iii) fa srefar fa % 3i wfasrx fa<siT-fat- 

ffact fafa fan far far (fa stttppx 
farffaspp (tgfa, (fa fafa tfafa trt 
fafaffa STfaUR ffatR fax (fa 4TRTT 
mm/t rrqTT farffaw (fa) ffafa 
ffatx fan | fax stnw; 

fafafau, 1961 35 (t) t fa 

frfa ffan mrr faftR fa % fat 4 fan- 
fatfifR TWRJT ffatR fa fa 5RJ>T fafa I 

faxtffar TrefaRT, ■ mxet ffarm, fafrfafa, 

faffafa-605101 I 

fa fafapRT ffaup 1-4-97 tt 31-3-2000 RP 

fa wfar fa fan jpRifa t i 

ffarfa : i. Tnfar yfa (l) “far” 3trr fani fa fap 

fat fan i 

2. wr fa *j?tr firm wr t ffa fa fafaR 
fa srfatt ^ffafa fan stpppx ftfitw/ 
otr ffawp z ) fanfa tfcfawrx 
Jr farsn fan | fa 4 thr fa snwx 
(fa), XRWf fa fafa fafafaf 
fa wfant fa, sprfafar fa ?rfafa fafa 
fa fafan fa fan qrfan-'TT fa favmr fa 
sRga- tot | i 3xr <p=j fa farm 
TTfafaT fa RXffa XTTfa fa fan fafar 
fafa T?nfw fa fafafw -Q-fatTR 
faimr fa <mr fam | i 

[tfaTT : 1 748/ngjofaoiTof'To/faofao (^3’)/faorpr'o- 

53 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)/9 0 -9 1 ] 

nfaVT TUTT, RTT ffavRT, PiTlRT () 


323fi Gl/97—2 
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Calcutta, the 22nd September, 1997 
INCOME TAX 


S.o. 9.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax, Rules, for the 
purposes of clause, (ii) of sub-section (l) of Sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, “Technology Bhawan” 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax iDirector of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction 
over the organisation, by the 31st Octo¬ 
ber each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Auroville Foundation, Bharat Nivas, Auro- 
ville, Pondicherry-605101. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes —1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

2 . The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax [Director 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over thg organisation. Six 


[Pakt II —Sec. 3(ii)] 

copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly 
to the Secretary, Department of Scien¬ 
tific & Industrial Research, 

[No. 1748|F. No. DGjlT(E) |TN-53[35| 

(l)(ii)[90-91] 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income-Tax (Exemptions) 

2 3 far199 7 

WoSTTo 10-—U'faiyK'JI frtrSiSTTT faWT 

srTrTT fr farqfarfartt tt arrwr ^farfmpr, 

19 61 Th 3 5 ^TOTTT (1 ) % &Z (ii) % 

fam. £tppft farm % farm? e % wffa faffpr srrfa- 
«Frff sm fa j-h fa (is ri wf tt "tfsr" t % srtffa 
xppftfarf (V*u mtT f, :— 

(i) tfasr xnjttuPT TPft % farp 
■farm i 

(ii) nr Jfri ipptarir fartft Tuff *rr 

rpr srrfrT farrur sfafar farrifar fa % fam spfa 
fa % 3 1 nf nffa, fsrrffar ar scfiraffaTr 
spfasrrc ffarm, rftfatfaf wpr, nr 

fa?, fa ffafa-l100 IB fa ■fafaT, far 

(iii) fa tTrfaqr fa % 31 arfacr Tt faT-Tfafaw 

faTT fa JtfrT (^) 7TTW 7 farffauTT 

(yz), (>?) fare fanffa rprr fafaffa 
fafapT falx wbc (?) tiTW 5JPTw/ 
STITT? faTffasTT fa?) ffa% fafafTT? 
? 'zm ttTST g3<TT f 3 TTt 3TtTT? falffag, 

1 96 1 fa UITT 35 ( 1 ) if fa fa ffaf ffair WT 
faftre w. % fat if faT-faffere wit rer 
faxrrq- fa 41 TTtgrT fall I 

fat?? TT ai-H 

fafar frefa ^ftrtnr^'r, 

7 78, ftimfa rpfr, !T>ft. TTTT fa? 'TTfa 
'Tvr-41 1004 1 

'O 

fa faUfaPIT ffaTT 1 - 4-97 4 31-3-2000 
fa pqfa % fatp VTlfa f I 
ffagfa -. 1. rfa (1) "far” dar % ffa 

FIT? faf gTTT I 

2 fa ?JTre ffalT T7?7 % fw> 4 
fafarr fa ?refa fafa fan; mw? 
tpitt/ sireT? ffas?T (w) ffat% 
ffarrftm? if far?? Trer x t rrr^qxr ft 
srpnrr ngTfarlsTjp (^), TTTtn 




[mil—<ix 3(ii)] 


trim tFi n :ww 3, 1998 /^ 1 3, is 19 


?Tr srfen n nfaw Wjhfe 5ft 
wtfu wfa % *feu A far? tn5W W 
q-ft fawn w ttwn wnr | 1 gn nfaw 
q?r 0 : -rfanr -ffafaw sft wqfsr snjff % 
fan* rfrar nfaa n^nfa^ ufa sfaatfw 
nfjwR fawn % <nn 'fern | 1 

[*rwr : 1749/Cfen. n.fa./W.W (®z) fiA -1 5 4/ 

WT./ 35 (l) (ii)/90-9i] 

rfan wnr, sm fafeu straw ( nn ) 

Calcutta, the 23rd September, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 10.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax|Director of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction' 
over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Maharashtra Medical Research Society, 778, 
Shivajinagar, Opp. Kamala Nehru Park, 
Pune-411004. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-97 to 3E3-2000. 

Notes :—1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categoriesd as associa¬ 
tions. 
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2. The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-taxjDirector 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for ex¬ 
extension of approval should be 
sent * directly to the Scre- 
tary. Department of Scientific & In¬ 
dustrial Research. 

[No. 1749SF. No. DG|IT(E) |M-154/ 
CAL|35(l)(ii 1/90-91] 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income-Tax (Exemptions) 

23 fw* 4 T, 1997 
snwt 

5 PT.m. 11.—tmTsrm apt nawnr fen wnr 
t far fawfarfara nnwfe maw nfafann, i96i 

STTCT 35 “fa 3WTT (l) % Jjog- (jj) % 

WFT fenr % fern 6 % srsffa fa% spfa- 

5 kt farnfafer wff w “fetfe' % tfjpf 
% sfafa nwnfw fen run | :— 

(i) wren wfaum wnf $ fan mw ?wn 

nfant 1 

(ii) n$ writ krfua anur jfmft w 

fe mfanr fanra jfafar ffeffa ^ % fer 
nfafar W 31 ni an nffe ^snfanr a nWT- 

ferr snprara fawn, nWffntft nan, ^ 

xlr, n£ fedT -110016 aft #anr, 

nk 

(iii) wf nnfa % 31 angnr aqr ifan-Tft- 
fsTcr arfaqr aw qft nfa (ar) annw: 

( i t) nfan 

T*n nkfrfw annum fawn nk 
( 4 ) utuw; tn^w/fliro: ufifn^anr 
(^?) fam% warfawT A gw ?fw waT 
t uk mfe' wfafawt, i96t tft ukt 
35(1) A k n£ fkfa farm nm mfm 
% wk it aurr-'krfara mu-snn famn w 
■ uf fem 1 

ansa !pi am 

nt ukferr no? ?sacffau fern tiT3ww 

dntda uaa, rifarmn, gf farkr-110055 

fank 1 - 4-96 a 31 - 3-99 w tff 

nsrTst % ffe nnkr £ 1 
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NAMF OF THE ORGANISATION 


fecroft l. w (l) "Att” Am Amf % fmt 

■ mA Arm i 

2 . AmTO At TJSTO fTOT TOUT f> fT A TOTOTTO 
sfF'r totA % far tottx TOmm/TOTOr 
ffrkiT ($x) fmrA ^TTfaTrr A totto 
Trarr t % toxto A totot ^Tfmfiro 
(^3), ^wfn At Am sfmfr ir toAto 
up?, TOjAtTO At TOtfff TOEt A Aftt A 
f%rr ipTTTT-Tar fit from At to;jt tottt I i 
to toAto to At w. sfTOt tojAtto At <mfu 
TOttf A fAn AfffT ufTO tmfiTT TO AtAT- 
fro mjA«rro famu A mu from | i 

[ATOT: 1750/pT.A.<T.fiT./m.TO (^)/ 
TO.At. 87/sp^T. / 3 5 (1) (ii)/90-9l] 
jjtot *mx, mrx fakro, totox ( ) 

Calcutta, the 23rd September, 1997 
INCOME T AX 

S.O. 11.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of thse Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax'Director of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction 
over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 


Shri Ram Scientific & Industrial Research 
Foundation, Sanskriti Bhavan, Jhande- 
walan, New Delhi-110055, 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
j -4-96 to 31-3-99. 

Notes :—1. Conditions (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categoricsd as associa¬ 
tions. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax (Director 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for ex¬ 
extension of approval should be 
sent directly to the Scre- 
tary. Department of Scientific & In¬ 
dustrial Research. 

[No. 1750|F. No. DG|IT(E)[ND-87./ 
CALl35(l)(ii)/90-91] 

MUREjSH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) 

TOtTOTT, 2 6 fmrTOX, 19 97 
TOTOX 

tuft 1 2 .—rnfmEnro At TOmm tNr fetT 
mm | fo ffprfrffarr A mm At totto 9 fa-firm, 

1961 At UTTf 3 5 At mTOTXT (1) % ifX (jj) % 

fro; totox fim A firm 6 % psffir snfsr- 
Akt 3T7T firmfirfer md nx ‘‘Ami A’ % A°to % 
mfm mjAtfar firm tot | :— 

(i) utot mjAum Amf % fixer mm tot Aw 

1 

(ii) to mrA fftTfro mrAum AAsft mAf to 
to rrfq'T fTTrm htot fmfFr to % fro 
t-TA F f 31 tI to ufAx, fm-firo x 
xkfTfro m^Aerm from, sikftfmAt mm, 

m rrx, fcxft-i 1001 6 At 

■urorr, Ak 

■ (iii) TO toto to % 31TO5TO to TTT-TOTfvrr 

mfromar A) srfa (A) totox umfirtTO 

(W)- 0») TOTfTO TOT AtAtfTO TOT- 

Aum firmx Ak (x) totox m^pm/TOrox 
^tITOto (m)' firoA srorfurox if mm 
mrro to m t ark mmro : flfufirm, 19 6 1 A) 
tpt 35 ( 1 ) A ft ml fxTO fmm tot Affux 
v? A mx if tot Tfifiro tot- sto ff to^t 
A t At srx5?r txto 1 



13 


NwlT—ti* 3(ii)] 3, 199s/tfel3, 1919 


*fe^T *FT mW 

U'm m?in ufefer ffefe qr^tinn, 

1, few ATM Tfe, ^fenfe- 560001 

JTef tif*fefe4T feTFP 1-4-97 ff 31-3-2000 UF $1 

xrafu % fife awfet | i 

f?# 1. gqtfRT *fe (l) far V ^ 

wfe nff ifm i 

2. frown *t *jstr fen wrm £ fe a wferen 

a?t trsrfir srafe % feu sn^T 
, zrjzfffijyjWZFT fefep (’^z) fen% S^lfyiFTT 
*r fersn | % *tt* 3 pt h awn f?t 

fefep (^)> fe fen srtifef fr 

sfefer qfe, WfelfeT feffe 3?fe % feT£T 
ir fen ^rfem-ora - fe fenrn fer an^n 
sp-^^rr | i nn artifen nw an ®- wfafe 
w^'fer aft wafer affe ip fnu fear 
nfan tsrrfav tfe wfefrfw trnnum fawn 
% mu w^ftt 11. 

[ff. 1 75 l/o^.a. H.fy./m.v.(qz)/*■&■-3 5- 

(l)(ii)/90-91] 

fe hh\\, *.<T\ fa?riN*v WiWr (^tz) 
Calcutta, the 26th September, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 12.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Institution” subject to the following 
conditions : , 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii ) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to that (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax | Director of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction 
over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 


audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Vittai Mallya Scientific Research Foundation, 

1 , Vittai Mallya Road, Bangalore- 
560*001. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes :—1. Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categories] as associa¬ 
tions. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax [Director 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be 
sent directly to the Scre- 
tary, Department of Scientific & In¬ 
dustrial Research. 

[No. 1751 |F. No. DG|IT(E)|KT-1/ 
CAL|35(l)(ii)/90-91] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) 


29 STT^iT?, 1997 
WFPFT 

tt.wt. i 3 .—nfemTFw qfr irnaj-pn srfex 
1%*7T jfinT % fa Pl*-*lf<lfarr fel6*f qff WFPPT sffsrfeTn 
1961 ^ urn 3 5 qff WFT (l) % fey (ii) 
% feu fwft fern % fern 6 % trfen faffe snfu- 

37*7 ffeifafad wfe qr "feTfe' % *fe>t % 
wsffa sfefefer fen war | : — 

(i) fersn wfeuTn annf % fen w fasrr sfefet 
war i 

(ii) *fe wfet 3?nfan wfeum wff =pt 

arfer farm sfefe fefhr nff % ferr 

afe % 31 TTf ftf *rfep twrfep w 
wWfffer femr, fafetfafe nnn, ^ 

rife at feuft-110016 a?) 
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M 

(ill) F? TFT ft 31 FF^FT, FT 

f&TFT TlfftF ?P3T 4ft nfft (T) FfF4T 
T?Tfftft?TT (^E), (FT) FfftTFFrfftT TFT 
Ffr ft friF - f^tt farur Fk (t) feepf 
fepet/feift afiUkiF (^e) fraft skrr- 
ftrrTT tft kirr fttt P Fk fetft 
FfftfkTF, i96i ftt srorr 35(1) Jr k Ft 

fkrft fftTT TFT ftftfsUT ft TU ft k4T- 
qftfwr FET-®ET f?FTT ftt ’4t JTEIT ftkl I 

TT3T 4>T TTT 

krr ftk f4 tit t 

eft. ft). ft. 7250 

TTfaTET ft). Ft., fk#TT- 69503 1 

C3 

Tf FfmjTTT fartr 1-4-90 ft 31-3-99 ft 4 ft 
Frfft ft fkrr Tflrnfr t 1 

fkFftf : 1- TtffF FT (l) "TT” ftm TTT ft 
fftF TUT Tsff 3TTT I 

2. TT3T ftt TFTF fell TIFT t ft 4 FTTkT 
4ft FTfa TSTft % fa^FEEFr FEJ4T/FTTTT 
fakir (®T) farft ekrrfarTT ii TF5T 
FSTT t % FT WET ft FITTT Tf[rfakTT (^), 
4.WH ftt TTT afemt ft FETFT FT, FrjffTTT 
ftt F«rfft T?fa % ftftF ft fer FTTTT-FT 
4ft fWT 4 ft STTTff 4TTTT | I TTT !T(W- 
TST 4ft afTTT FTTkT 4ft FTfa TOTT % fftE 
fttEIT FftET ffTlfar oft Flfttfar FTTUTT 
fftFET ft FTT | I 

[ftW : 1752 /fT. ft.T.fa./FT.T. ; f )/ft.-8/4FT./ 

35(1) (ii)/ 90 - 9 l)i 

Tj%F rTTT, FFT fftkir, FEtFT (^JT) 

Calcutta, the 29th October, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1?.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been Approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions : 1 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(iij It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientihc & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 


New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to that (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax | Director of Income- 
tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction 
over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Ac¬ 
count in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Centre for Earth Science Studies, P. B. No. 
7250, Thuruvikkal P.0 , Trivandrum- 
695031. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-96 to 31-3-99. 

.kote :—1. Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categories! as associa¬ 
tions. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Incorac-tax|Director 
of. Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for ex¬ 
extension of approval should be 
sent directly to the Scre- 
tary, Department of Scientific & In¬ 
dustrial Research. 

[No. 1752|F. No. DC)IT(E)|K-8/ 
CAL(35(1) (ii)/90-91] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) 

TTTTvIT, 29 FTpsTT, 1997 
FETTT 
t..—JTftjTTsnror 4ft 

FTTI t [ft farTfftfftcT ft a AT rft FETFT FfftfftTF, 
1961 4ft UTTT 35 4ft TFOTTT (l) % fty (ii) ft fan 

fiftt fftqrr % fftznr 6 ft Ftffa fa%r FTfarrft srm 

fanfafftr wf ft 'ftknr” % ft^ft ft Fftfa f^- 

fttfftr fftTT TFT I :— 

(i) TTTT F^'FTT Ttftf ft fag FAT TTT- 
4 4 1 TFTT I 




[ypTll—fe 3(ii)J 'tfF'T 

(ii) Rtf yfe ■Fflf'iRr Jf'PMR' feut 'tfef °G 
n^r srrPr^ ffeyw ipfe fafery fe t faF 
snfe fe t, 31 fe W4? wffe, ferfey? y 
wteftfe? yfewiy fewrw, feftffer wyy, 

fit upr^rsfr t \ z , fe fefer -11 o o 1 b fe 

wtt, tfk 

(iii) wy m fe % 3 1 yyfF nw fen-fetfay 
«rrffe fear aft yfe (t) yryyr yfefeiR 
(^j), fe) wfay ferffe ywr yferfey 
yyFsrry ferny yfa (y) wryyv wtyyr/ 
anwr uytffewy (^y) fafe sfaiifeH 

it 1 3*FT feSR fiFTT t fer WTWT ^rferpT-PT^T, 

19 61 aft akt 35 ( 1 ) f ft fe ferw 

fen ttett feffe tjj % yfe w fer-ferfsTT 

srty-ayy ferry Tt aft rr^r feyr 1 

*PT3*T 

femyr fery ifefeyy, tfty yray, fere fen-, 

fer fey fey yefe- 400023 

yysrffew feta? 1 - 4-97 y 31 - 3-2000 an? 

vt yyfa % fan rryfe % 1 

ffemt: 1 . yyfay fe (i) ‘‘yy”%rfenf% ffe 
wry y?ft fen 1 

2 . wrey aft ymy fen yy $ fe y yffey 
aft yyf«.T yyfe % fan Jrryyn- ^fewvyF' 
ffewy (wz) twfe sfeifferv T fesw 
T^m I % yT=yy *r w? wfefeyy (w), 
amaTriT fe fer yfeyf it syyyy fe . srpiyy 
aft arfer yfet % fey it fen yryyy ay 
afr fewty aft yp;y arraat 1 mr wifei 
yy aft gfeaf yywiww aft arafar yfer ar 
fmT fen feyy ferfew ny fefeffe wfewTy 
ferny a? ary feyt & 1 

[wc 1753 /py.y.y.fe./m.a?. (^)j 

n;y.-i4o/-am/35( l) (ii)/90-»i] 

few ynrry m r feferyr, ottf (sfe 
Calcutta, the 29th October, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 14.-—Tt is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the pur¬ 
poses of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of Section 35 
of the Income-tax Act. 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for the research acti¬ 
vities; 


:yyfe 3, 1998/fe 13, 1919 15 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 

New Mahrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May 
of each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to that (a) Dircctn; Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-tax|Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st Octobci 
each year, copy of its audited Annual Ac¬ 
counts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption 
was granted under sub-section ( 1 ) of 
Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Vipassana Research Institute, Green House, 
Second Floor, Green Street, Fort, 
Mumbai-400023. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
I- 4.97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes :— 1. Condition (i) above will not apply to 

organisations categorised as asso¬ 
ciations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax|Director 
of Incomei-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 17531F. No. DG[TTCE) |M-140ICnt- 
35(1) (ii)/9D-911 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director of 
Income-tax (Exemptions). 

'FTTFTT, 29 5ERJWT, 1997 

'rryyr 

RT. rn . 15.—yfelfiFW spf r nyyfm 

feyy fen wirt t fe fferfafay ferew yiyyrx 
yfaffey, i 9 Gi ^ettw 354ft wtuttt (1) % 
'■As (ii) % fay WT-sotw, fern %fayy e % spffe 
ffetw feferfe RPT farfedfe wwf yx “feny” 
% yfe % xpffe yyyffe feryT wr % ■— 

(1) wwsw srpary Tfef % fan yyw fear 

yfeff fewt i 
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(2) Ff FFFtJFT FFlj) Wit TT 

psp snfrr^ f^afroT farffiT TT b~ 

f^rrr sr^fT TT % 31 rtf fBf*, twi- 
Dpp T xfFfifTT 5FnTSfFT ftTWET, “rfteftfttRTT 
¥tarr" ;p tTHT^fr NT, Tffaetff—110016 
tt tw, flft 

( 3 ) 5Tr^5F % 31 5T^STT <TT F*TT- 

Tftftffcr TifqT tfr srfr (^) 

(®j), (tj) fffTT ^¥TTf'TT 
oti tfttftfrv sfutstet fsfAnr sfri (t) 

(qz) 

ftp# Jl^nfa'SFTT T FTT *ETCT TETT | 
sftr wper Erfsiffm, i9Gi «tt 

3 5 (1) *r it Tf fNTT fantT PFT 
t5£ % TTt A T^TNnfw *tPE«PT ftPTPT 
u 5 p c 'Tt fntt i 

fftft w Tm 

?F§3T 9797: fNPT *ft. A. 9401, 

m 9). t, PF. TTT, HTT. Pp. 'ft. PW£. ribr-fT 
<1. sft. ) sfT-Tft—560094 
T? ?rfg4£*ETT fopte 1-4-97 A 31-3-2000 TT 

4ft wpfa % far smrft 11 

frptft :—1- T^JfcT 5Ef (l) 'W ^TT FTP % 
far* ft*]; ptfl ^Ett 1 

2. TOf pft FWFT f<f97 FTFT | % ft 

spPTftn «tft sprfsr stjt% Tfftrp wwi: 

FTqTp/RTTTV ENvix; (q z) fin# 

wnfsiTnT A ffsp 9 Trrr ft % ftwt 
ft ’triUTN p^TfftftvpF (^j) , sFTTtTT 
4ft tftp srf#T fttTTftTT #, SRiftPT 
'iff ftTu PgTft % Fain if fw srrftpp- 
9ct 9ft ftrPTF Tt TPjJT TP9T |l 
«rrt?Fr ttt 9 ft gf#r su^pur ftft 
narfir arift % Grp tftsn fGif 
ft'arf# nA jfWff^; sr^FTFr Et*tft 

% 9TF ftlFTT & I 

[#7T : 1754/PT ft.P.fT./FT.pT. (^p) 
^.jf.-17/TN/35 ( l) (ii)/90- 9 l] 
#39 °FPR, FT?: f9#97, STREPr (pip) 

Calcutta, the 29th October, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 15.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the pur- 
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poses of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 35 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain, separate 
books of accounts for the research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mahrjuli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May 
of each year; & 

(Hi) It will submit to that (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-tax|Director of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction ovci 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual Ac¬ 
counts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption 
was granted under sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Central Power Research Institute, P. B. No. 
9401, New BEL Road, RVM Extn. 
Stage-II (PO), Bangalore-560094. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes —1. Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as asso¬ 
ciations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax'Directoi 
of Income-tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary. Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No, 1754|F. No. DG|IT(E)!KT-17|CALl 

35(1) (ii)/90-91J 

MUKESH KUMAR. Addl. Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) 
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rV IT —vr 3 (ji) ] 

29 1997 

TTTO 

. 5TT. 1G'- - * - ^HTtnT 0 ! *pt yd^&io ^f^PT 

ffTJTT 5mrr $ fa firo r fafatT tfa^r qrt vm< 
xrftrfhtrrr, 1 96 1 stttt 35 ^ dM'u 1 <1 ( 1 ) 
(ii) %fbR srnrar fom %fmPT 6%5ftfR 
mfwfl 5TO faTOfafad sfaf TO "tfaTR” 
% ?t®pt % *nffa vi^+iifciri fam wr ^ :— 

( 1 ) flf»TOT srparo ttutT % fp virit ^*37 

^ferT 33JJTT I 

(2) p tsnfror vp'HM Pdf «Fnff *n 

^ trrfaqr farror srwqt farffa % 
fp srcfa; «rf % 31 tw afro, tmOrer 
a trVrffa srpsrR favro, srtertfifaV 
tor, ^ *t?pM Ttr, ?rf fa-ritnooie 
■rt rih 

( 3 ) ^ srfaqr % 31 trr^sn: tnp $RrT- t rfTfaR 
Rfa<F $ran^ srfa (ir) <n*w< 

(^), («r) afro ^TOrfaqr tr«n wWtop 

5RtfsR fswR *rk (*r) tow *: srjto/ 
wr rr^rfh^w (^ 7 ) f3R% efarffiTOr 

^rwr totot tot $ tfk towt trfb- 
from, 1 96 1 terror 35 ( 1 ) Sf * irf 
ftrot fw tot darfsRT ^7 % if 
TOsT-rfrfacr toto«to fpi* «pt *ft wjtr 
qf^TT I 

dTOR fTT 677 

*5H$lfTO*r fw^ ttoi szrRFf'3: faj 3rf c F7 sfror, 
tfa^lfaTO 1 fifa?R fw7 Slfa uSwjtTfWT, 
6, dV. ft. sft. 7TOTOH, pfftft m, 

•T^ fc^ft- 110003 I 

p stTprorT farfa 1 - 4-97 fr 31 - 3-2000 
W ft TOffa %fmt rr*n«fV I ! 

feMI : 1. TOpj[TO I?R ( 1 ) “tA ” ^TT ?TTO % 
faq TO»f Rtf 5>TT I 

2. TOT37 *7) pR farr RRT ! far # 
V7f)7 sn^fa % f-i ,J t to*T 
*t‘ ^ TO q-4'i TOW7/fa*W ( 'oc ) fijR% 
tTOTfWK ii TOT37 3WT % % RSiR 
^ 51T I T^>7; -H^ifd^Mi*ti ( 

Vt aR STfrTR t 5TR^=T >T^nfTR 
wsrfu ^rst irf^R ?TTtR 

qw qfi f<TRTq =Pt !TF5?r «iRR I I 
?n^5R TO aft 0 : qftRt 5T^TtTO 
5rqfsr srR % fRi; ^ftar ^rfro 


t?nfqqT to 5fkrtfq»B h^tstr friTR 
% TR ^5nTT I I 

[^TT : 1 755/ttcb^. TT.f^./R.qr. (wt)/ 
ft. 143/3S (l) (ii) 90-91] 
q^9T JFJTK, 5TTO f?RW, (®S) 

Calcutta, the 29th October, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 16.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been, approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, for the pur¬ 
poses of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 35 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions : 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for the research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) Tt will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan\ 
New Mahrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May 
of each year; & 

(iii) It will submit to that (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income-tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income-tax|Director of tneome-tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each, a copy of ite audited Annual Ac¬ 
counts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption 
was granted under sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of Income-tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Electronics Research & Development Centre 
of India, Electronics Nikatan, Dept, of 
Electronics, 6, C.G.O. Complex, Lodhi 
Road, New Delhi-110003. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-97 to 31-3-2000. 

Notes :—1. Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as asso¬ 
ciations. 

2. The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicate and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income-tax 
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'~p*l fr A TrTnT - v 7Tt,-"7 " " 

(Exemptions), Calcutta through tlr: 
Coninussioiier* of IfiBoiiie-tax [Director 
Qf IttCQmc-Uix .(Exemptions > having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval sbaukEhesent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1755/F.No. DG|mE)[ND-143/ 
35(1) (ii)/90-911 

MUiKESH KUMAR. Addl. D, Ejector of 

Income-tax: FEixemnUcuis,) 


199 8 /PA USA 13, 1919 [Part 'it—S ec. _3(ii)j 

(h) IF.5% 7 fjfF Bonds-2011 (1st Tranchie) 
(40th Scries) aggregating to rupees four 
crores and forty lakhs only allotted on 
^9rfF9|lr, anp 

(e) 12% FMfC Bofidsi-fSO'ltZ if (Ilnd Tranohep 
d-41st Series.), .aggregating ip rupees..four 
crores Forty lakhs enfy ' allotted on 
12-T-T992 

by Haryana Financial Cprporhlion, Cliandigaflt 
are chargeable under the ■sold Act. 

[No. ""51 [99-StAMPS!F„;3134 > d) 4 ) 9 31ST] 
S. KUMAR, 'Under Secy. 


' 3U^t " 

r, :rl ; ■ , I 

fff ifofrfr, ISfaWEET, I1»5»7. ■ 

|.j' : 

I- .. r ■ ... ... -d -fflfi .. . V, 

■; v .'aTRjhli7«++1fntttft | !T l ;^j%*3TPfr 1899 

■( 18^9^2) «frri 9^t7t4um ( i [)/'% isirfa) 
arm srtt Efafaf ee eete eteet te 

fafa 44 faW l Wi t 1 #r r #farPlT fa-i Teer 

Oho,-' r .dr . in /‘i ... 1 


'BTrt—— 

,A ’*1 : j j •■ % I : 1 11 i '; ■ < 0^1 * ,i; 1 

' so-a^iFifiF! # l atttffeft (fart ee Era 

' lF 1 ete 4 Tmr wV qfam -|tk tee 

%eee use % nj Emm 

, wk.sR), r ?,?dT.,.ri-fir): , 

(«)) wro--* i ■ 9pt oi(Rfer )l |fart Ed i Era me 
-I •) ^ t% eee m 

' V i t .'s% 1 nrarTT.Ei 'tW^ffi -2011 (I 

' - (.iW. 

Tfa 1 ) 1 12- 1-92 44 mfafar ’ fad >nfa ' E1T VC 

P .At• / ' 7 n , I ■ , , „ .. ’ , . 

, , fFfai .^rpTE ET? *E,f [ % pEE % 

(4 fat &iFm( ) -,-4 ee -e eFeiie arftmn 

c «Pr 4 %' Emrit ITT *=m , 3(ftrffapT % 

EdE EET-t °f 1 ‘ ‘" 

i »r * > -■ i 9 ' a; > ,1 .\ \ { 1 ; r , t ? <' r t / 

t ft -J.lj 9 ; 7- T ^Rf'' r 4 . 33/p 1, 3 4/9 5-fa, * ] 

>'■ r, - . . rpi. ffllR, ?iET WrEE 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 15th December, 1997 
STAMPft 

SjQ. ,J 7—..exercise of the .lOmytus , conferred 
W glausp (ft), ;VF .Wp-seGrion:. (J ) jrf section 9 of 
the Indian Stamp Act, I$99" (2 of 1899). the 
Central Government hereby rettni<S ! the dujty with 
W b lF^4hf tfawFl F [hg Jiatar? pf. pTpmi^sory notes 
described as— 

Fa) f h j 5 %: EtE C - ,iio ft ds r 3 0) F i; (If I r d Tranche) 

. t r<f 3 9Tb fafrw): a^jegapFg ,,to rupees one 
hundred ninety two lakhs and: fifty thou¬ 
sand only allotted on 20-2-1991 ; 


■ :FEl#PTfi^rfa:fas)m^ f 

(#faE SHOT) 

rdl'f^rfaf. ; 1 5 f-mtE--,' ) : )'c >7 ■- n r" 

EtT.ET, l^.-rrC^T^pr .% 
iwj wit, 1970 it 1 iftr, 3 E . Tqfar (i) 
ETEEfer IteetF eeeFY (eeeet ee e 4 e far EVTFE) 
PRftEfrE; ' if)f'0’ f *SV 'Em f 9 fat L fartmir' {*) % 
* 5 TT : (> 4 ) %• .MEEJE E, %s#tE E*tW"t mrfa'FT 

ri v -ft ifr. fai'pRF faipf 'riji-fn-. jre -.efe etiet, 
ffan * - e *9 ' (in%m) :: iff 11 fadfa r ’ i^ei 2-1997 
1 4 — 1 2 - 20 (io ; 'FtE ifar-tfafaT xtEfV; % fap 
et : -ete' r E 4 fa "‘Sftfar 3 ifaram; %''■ ’ ftfa 1 dfaraiTf 

4t ; ErtE' ; qfafr’ Ertr ie # ^ et 

ft, farm? 

PSfar '‘cEft t'I r '- } • 

[EE.E. 1 s| 4 / 9 'f-ETf ETT] 
u; 1 • fr EEfa W EFEE 


.(DQpfO'tmsiE- fa Ecpr.Qi^ic Afiraits) 

lilankirtfi Difadv.o) 

N^y- DelhE tfa . 15th Jpecemfar, 19^7 

S.O. 18,—In pursuance oij elapse, ( fad-.-vifSub¬ 
section (3) of Section 9 of the Banking Companies 
(Acqpisitfap artd Ifatrsfar ^£-^nd^t£^gs) v Act, 
1970 read with Sub-Clause ( i) of.Clause 3 of the 
Nationalised Banks (Management Find' AffsceHafie* 
ous provisjoHs) Scheme. 197.0, the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby apfamits • SHri "G. 15. Wadla, Spdtrihl 
Assistant, Surat MainuSsaPch, J)fsU. Rtjrat (Gujarat) 
as a Director on die Board of Directors of Central 
Bank of India fhr a 1 period” of 1 fihlree; years with 
clfed 4^12F19St?~ fa; ( (J‘! t ^ 2-%90- or until he 
ceases tp Jjg a ( ^prfcnijan. employee - of Central Bank 
of Thdia wh'iclievet is caflier, 

fF.'No. 15|4|97-1R] 
G 1 : B. PRPifaAt), Under Secy. 

. 7i|r i i, : r 

■ far.fFrft foyy 

rtP.PT. TfaF-( e4p Fit nfafa 
EEEpy fapT;'" 1970 " T T*f' 4 ( i ) % 

Efa'faf^f '41^'- (EEEEp EE EEn’ ifa 

Pete) EfsrfEEE, i97o4fmTT 9 e 4 EEdVE, (a) 



|i fowling .j . ■ ■ : '•fBrijfc-iffTtrtlj. 

% ^ fa/ % SPURT ff, tfaTT JRTR my^TR 
-4f- *#PFb 4tdTRff - tfffffff, ffaff *TCPPP r wi- 
■ 11 , 2 — i^y-7i-5-i 2 - 2 uoo 

TPF tfa fa fa fffar % fag m- m t 

UTreifa % sms £fen % mu twr % ¥<t t 
vfar far fa? fa fa t, far t fa qfa ft, 
ggr^ei 1 fa ffre fafa % ffawr far ff ffatnr % 

1 r fa ff tfWfa fa-fa ; v i : 

far, 1 !. J 5 / 2j 9 7-mtewTT] 

fa. fa. snm, ffTt far? 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 1997 
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Esstfc 


fafa q'amir 

.-tT^-iasiH rfa $fa faK ’nffWs'aPT ffafal 

fa hfar, n f-faiK,, 19 97 ( 


ttfoBfr^ 20 .-—wr fafa farffarff. 1953 
( 1959 VT -iSfatfr a FT 4 fa TP >JRT (3) SRT 
q^Fi faprfa far- 'fffaf arfa §q, %r*ft«r tnffrr? 
grRSRI 41 ffafa PToqffPfafa s)T°5)° 4° (ufffaf: 
1973) fa 1997 % gafaj ft’H’fa fafani 

?rt- imx fai K .-fa^uff an ff-ffa faur Ttfa % i 

[faofa 2 (13) j 9 i-ptir] 

tfa bp, q?r fan 


-Si0r'ol9.c— Iff pursuatUffe* of Clause lef cif Sub¬ 
section (3) of Section 9 of the-;.Banking Companies 
('Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 
1970 read with Sub-Clause (1) ot Clause 3 of the 
Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellane¬ 
ous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Govern- 
omeni' thereby ^appoints Shri : Shrfkanto Sitaram 
Mcnjogc, S'pccial Assistant,,-. Muqibai Branch, 
Mumbai as a Director on the Board of Directors of 
United Bank of India for a period of three years 
with effect from 16-12-1997 to LJ5-12-2000 or 
until he ceases to be a workman employee of 
United, Bank of' Tndis 1 wthlofruveiT is earlier- 

ftFi No.- 1 i 5(2^7-1RJ 
C. B. PRASAD, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 
(Department (4' Small Scale Industries and Agro 
irqq -Rural Industries) 

New Delfa, the 11th December, 1997 

S.O, "2Q,—Ip exercise of the powers con- 
lerred by sub section (3)’ bi section 4 of the Codr 
Industry Act, ■ 1933 (45 of 1953), the Central 

Government hereby appoints Shri Christy L. 
Fernandes (Gujarat 1973) as Chairman, 

Coir Board, Cochin with effect from the forenoon 
of the 24tb November, 1997, until further orders. 

[F. No. 2(13)/91-CoirJ 
BENI RAM, Under Secy. 


■^ipnr^iipr ft 


. *r*r+.Tr*m"-f+K-yr 


, - wtWc 1 tpo-* 1 




ITT 


Wtf Pf'fa TPff faIT PTffp faR ffnfafa fafaT faRTT 
fapfap jtt'R> far 

7 "‘7 ■ 1 M - •- * , h:: 1 

fofa, 15fW«SR, m$7. . 


fa. 3TT. 21- 
hpffSRT fajpffar 


:-ffffifafta ffR* afat (stputp) ffaff 198S % ppffam ( 5 ) % ffgtmr ff ffFfaq pipt sjp'T 
fam | f%ffa fasfaff % ffffaff faff ff' ffa q# t fafirq wk fat | :- 




Tiff ffrctff tpffr Rffaff 5Rt ffTTtmJTft FT TTT T qm 

•#..< 1 ' ■. tt fdfq 

qtf/ir t? r - 


.(1) (2) (3) (4) 

1. 5050242 95/08 'ffffffTrfl ^ fffv^T fa ., 

Tfa, spufKfrff,' 
^WrTT-700058 

2- , ( 5 9A9 3 5 7 9 8/08 • , 

135 4).£t. (trr)., 

Tl -161 1 jtrfaV 

’ * 


TfNfa ' ffrmtr 

‘ w .• ' 1 1 ‘ ‘>r, 

- 

■I 1 .if-., .fa) 

ffft % fat" 

tf-Sfafa tfaff % «ft? 

1 ,'V : I’ 

1 1 1 * 1 1 > 1 - .;, u 

gfar far TCT qopT 5TT?5T 

' qfFT tfavf tfaff tfrr 


ffrdfa ffTmp t. /ffTff/ 


( 6 ) 


fflt rrq 02546 : 93 


ffff Pfr 00903 . 93 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

^ - -- - —: - 

(4) 

(5) 

..— j£u.jV„ . . 

( 6 ) 

3. 7083570 

95/08 

ETOTO 5TT . 1% ., 

TOTT H . 6 5, Tte, ff. 15, 
eh tft TfTTr, ) 

HTOf-400093 

fTOfft % tohthIt % fm 
totht h? tohth 

TO^EH 02148 : 8 1 

4. 7082770 

95/08 

TOTOH? TOHTOsT., 

110 wi«rfT^ry i%. etot h. 4 , 
TOH TO, TUT nfcr TtT, 

Ht^TOH (t. ) 

HTOt-400104 

TTT, ttlr HTOH wff % 
fTTO 

TOf EH 03854 : 88 

5. 7083772 

95/08 

TOTH 

TOTTOT H . 110, HTOH 4 11, 

H*fH &Z 4 V TOT tfTOT, 
TO5 thhht-42i 003 

TO4TO TTty yftr TO TTar 
h4t 

TO^EH 08808 : 86 

6. 7083368 

95/08 

rif^T E^TOUtHH 

110 frolur forfrur, 
ttht rxiiz, Ht*ntn (1.) 

HTOt-400063 

ifro 4^tfro*t finr % toh 

TOJTO 

TO# EH 04246 : 92 

7- 7082568 

95/08 

tro TftHj nrero tras yNte toH 

604, **fe?TO E*^> 
HTOt-416410 

*j4 'sfrorr TOfte toto ( 

Hf$H irtr tTijct) 

mt Etr 00458: 88 

8- 7084774 

95/08 

EH% %<■ TOlfeTO, 

11 ET 111% toM 
tifHjro Efrro, fvr'^T, 

TOTlfirfl fTOT- 41 5 6 0 5 

TOlTtTO 4rof % fTO 

4httt ( hW ) 

tot 1 ftro TOrfroTT qfrHTO 

Wit EH 01534 : 7 7 
TOT 01 

9. 7084370 

9 5/08 

|faaitar to rrytf^T to. ftr. 

111191 ht% *sn ®w*I <?ft 

TTfTJTO irfTTT, fHTOH 
ttoi f>rd fror- 4 15 6 0 5 

jjrw to #fpwt 'TTWVirfTO 

Hit EH 06031 : 71 

10. 7082063 

95/08 

f^jwtin ^tHfHHH Ml-STd/H fw. 
EH-15 TO Wit fi tfl irfan, 
sfruiRK 

TOHH f%^ HtH 4 isHso HTT 

TOt EH 04800 : 68 

11. 7084168 

95/08 

^TflTO af, 

E9>/ 17, 3H9kTT TO . 

HTOTTH, HTTO?T(E.) 

5T4—401105 

aftr TOR Tuff % 
frro 

HrtEH 03854 : 88 

12. 70-^4976 

95/08 

#1- 11 5 , Htnnsrr to. iitht, 
TOPlT HTTOf Tt?, w/lq-ft (t) 
^rof-400101 

UTO sftT TTRTro TTHf % 
fTTO 

TOf EH 03854 : 88 

13. 7084166 

95/08 

«*u u -,—LJiiir--= 

^rroft WVirur t . TO.fa.j 
**wPt faroftrot, ^*$rt hp! , 
hIto-Ito#, 

hhEt Htroft tto roTR, 
yrort-400038 

TO TTTO UpTOITO 

TO 

TOtEH 00934 : 89 
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(0 ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 


( 4 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


14. 7083267 

95/08 

tTOT sp . HI. fa ., 
'OWFfa fafafalf 7 fat TOT, 
fa*|vfa ^Rf, ^Rt-400038 

?rtf fafawTTO far, wr: 
TITOT (qfarsr Z\Vl) 

faf qn 02 1 7 1 : 8 5 

15. 7082669 

95/08 

TORS JTZTRT tRff ^jftffarct 
fafa£s 

tTJT-1 IT qrr 5TT$ fa fa 

far, totot tot fa?n 

RTR'TT Sm ['ll it % faq 

?r*mr%<nfar 

srr^iTR 01161 : 79 

16. 7082164 

95/08 

2 4 *546 91*91 ja 

TWITS' 

fafafa ('J. ) TOT^400063 

faffarfa* 

trif to 00371 : 79 

17. 7082972 

95/08 

afaRM *fa*T 5TTWrT 
fafafa. 211-212JRTO 

ifa. ifafa, fan, 

farfa, 400015 

faRRrfa* 

TO^ TO 01342 : 88 

18. 7082265 

95/08 

*ffafa tpTRttRRT SIT. % ., 

29/2 WTlfa TOT, faWT 'JOT, 
<J^-411014 

fafar %rt irmii to 

WT^tr^r 04159 : 83 

19. 7082366 

95/08 

faHfaqqfafarcrjrr.fa., 

2 9/ 3, *ITrfa 31R, faro <r»r 
ifa—411014 

■o 

Rsrurr t 'TTot to vrn % 
TOm faro % fwr farT 

*TTf TO 02082: 93 

20. 7083469 

95/08 

ffaTOrr qrfaiw jnrffa 
(fafan) srr.fa., 
wtfa fafa?w n&z, T'rWt, 
TOtTT lRTOTirtfa-396230 

farfar wjfa % fTOfa:- 

'TTTfefR'ftfafa'TTfa 

*rr^ C^T 04985 : 88 

21. 7083974 

95/08 

5302 5ft WT^ fa fa 

4, 

?TRT, 5TfJRRR-382 44 5 

fTOWffa 'TTOshrt fa 
fafaffa 

^rr$tr^r 08034 : 76 

22. 8103060 

95/08 

faTCTO ifar^rfa, 

714/20 faPTO TOfa, 

famr tot, rfafa tot, 
fcsfa-i 10018 

Rsrrsrfa TOffTO J A 1 
ffa: 

*rrf TO 05077 : 69 

23. 8107967 

9 5/08 

%1 TOTOTTO TO fa. 

fa -12 o;sr 13 , fonr 4 , 
faofa, 

faRT mfaqRR (?.ST. ) 

ffarfa % znrr 'fa far 
totter 

TO^TO 00555 : 79 

24. 8108363 

95/08 

fasR %TO“ TE°U ., 

5ft— 8, fa-9, TOTT 1, 

farm, *nfaqRR 

faFfaT m 'TTfa 

ffatwfafa 
tot ?»nfa 5% %ro 

WTf TO 07098 : 93 
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1 2; 

3 

i . 4 

5 

. ■ 6 ■; 

■1* IP 'llWWff 'I' ... 

2 5i . 9 09 1882' 

9 5/08 

■3PT »4t TWFT T3TV fa\ , 
4T:ir. 'Aii 

1TR n/4 TT^'Fi 

^fTfTrcr 1 

faw. f¥ . ■ 

ffft 08249 : 76 

26. 9b'8^98^' 

9 5/ 08 

4V' dvr nr dqT, 

^ftfTTT 

ftiHfct <t£A1A 

5a ft E«fr$4T J 4rpnr 

Hit "=T I l'fffl’7 -86 

27. 9088480 . 

9 5/08 

IT. 

ft Aft. f*R^, TtA, 

5ft 

fifntqfr fi-ET Tiff % 

r :<“ - ; f -K sr. 

TTH 

- • 1 ; -- -, ' 

- f t. /? - ,- { -•:- 

mi fit 00398 : 76 

1 ‘ vnrf • 02 

28 • 9076886 

1 i i> -”i ' 10 

95/08 

# . A . % . vwf\ 'tj&ft'ffcfftf : 

3-f^ft— tftr - , T 

TraTV^TT, JT/TCT5TTT ,., . . 

*m<?R!TC-24 42 3S , . 

mmi ffp jji itt*?''. 
WT • 1- iflTK f" ., iM 

1 • ■»■; r 

5rrt OTT 1 3 3 34 : 9 2 

, ( srpr 01 

29- 9087891 

■ .i o ’ 

95/ 08 

r-Tl c 

A . % HTf'8Tf ITU? A .' 

• ; 2», ■ *n^.’?wr% WT# RT^Tf, - 

-KR »1$?T-'TT«, •' r 

ir^0T3T- 2 26 0 04 

9t«- qj^Kf 

' 1 » 1 ‘ ' r ' 1 

mi rrit 03652 : 82 

1 ' *' -' \ '_ A i » 1 ; 

SO'.’sibVfl 8 V” 

95/fal’' V : 

v. . ; - v , 

vr ' W. c r ’W Wffcr $T «TT3*ti 

Tf-TiT ttr, 1 " , " i 'W 1 

28 Trtf^rir fti, ! - '"■ 

- 11 Wfi ^-1*13341 : 9 2 
VTTTT 0 1 

3 E 9079084 

9 5/08 

H rrTT Ct crufSA 

• f 1 M"' "■>,' 1 ■= 7 

sn.fa., 

ft. ft. 3TYJT, 

5ft<tFT 

'‘ztfdti % ft! 1 ? 5T^ U 
i' fi&t: ’(ibt V'N 
sfsfrrE) itif 1 

■Stff (l'^2'02 ' 91 

VTTiT 01 

T2:’ ; 9 08^3 90'' 

9 5/od 

' : ' v b. ' cto/m , 

‘W. F tt-4, m$r T, 
STfajTKT nfnjT, 

A5TTA 1 r ' 

‘ifltijTSr % f^rrr 
fr ^rrf^rjt ftftft 
fnj¥" 

’ .. (f ) t ' • ,\ - 1- 

■ 5ni:tf*T.Y4985.: 8 8 

3S''9t>3 Id's'll r 

9 5/ o£ r, ‘ 

W. ffte ’jf ®f• 

0 pur wort? : - ' ■ 1 '"( ff*tf • f %r ?ttt 

3TR20, ft 58 AftAlitfe W/', ' ff WJ'' 

TTf^im, Arab ' ■" ■ ■ ■ • *■ 

.WT^'HfH ‘004 58 .'• 88 

i'i’. n,‘ 

34- 9083580 

I * 

95/ 08 

. f • *" r 1 

4. TPtf *RTTfiT fa., 

4‘r ■ . : , 1 

0 - 8 , ^ ft sn$ Abft ‘ 

SS. ofw, iTAftTn, 

JTTT^r^K 1 

N? 

TffirfH 

■. ■ i 

Wtf tt)6 33 ■ 83 

3 S'.' bo^dVes 

9 5/08' 

f 

' A . ft£''%TZ TTWTir, 

‘■'■i ft.ft. ••TWTfqT ’ 

1 W," r NWnft 

■•Ek =rr3f®^‘ 

' '.trrtf 

ATT# OJT' l O«8aO : 68 

vm 01 


«fFI 01 




faiW"'!!--## 'Is fit jj 


( 1 ) 


(3) 


36. 9088368 


9 3/08 


37- 90S8G91 


9 5/ 08 


38- 70,85^77,, ., :9,§/08 


39- 7085574 


<95/0’S 


4 0. 8110148 


9:5/08 


41. 81 10552 


9 5/08 


42. 810806 
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<TX£T fEfarxf fa$ Rlf^R 09 29 5 : 83 
RTTfRTt IWR % 

ST^R ■ 

RTRTRTf RT5R, RTRER RT^t^R 13095: 91 
RTTR? % fa£ 

faR *ftfa RT^ER 00455 : 8 9 


fRRlfRRWX—fRRlt RTfRR 12 786 : 89 

sfJTRR 


RETT'S S* 5 TR RRT % Rlf^R 024 18 : 77 
faS RfaXT STX RET 01 

Re^-wT 

RET 1 RtTWTR 179 

s^fas ) 

53 fft RTWXW'ftd^R RT^R 12269 : 87 


fffal ftftfaSR faff % RlfT[R 04246: 92 
RTR S^R ER R"| 

'fftfftft XfajR ( RTft RTfRR 0 1554: 88 
9?fa) fafat %ER RET 01 


fatfaR ETTRX, xifaR RTfiTR 0 10 6 5: 89 


11 00 RtEd RET ETj ETf4-> -RTfTTR 006 94: 90 
xrrft rtxxrt % fas 
fafftft xtfar %rr 


1 
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124. 8 11 0S 55 

9 5/08 

hr 

12 3 [i mrz hfinr, 

§4, falAnf 

srteftfA^ m,w 

AlfAM 02925 : 84 

125. 81 07159 

95/08 

4?t 4t4z 

*fr stt fPoTT MAT, a^t fam, 

MAMT 48 5 7 72 

43 4a ^TTNTY°T 

4144 

MTftfM 08112: 89 

126. 9092783 

95/08 

TrfcW 4t4z W- ., 
ferft TpS fw4f, 

ATRT TTYtt 

4 3 4? MTMRA 

4t44 

MT^m 08112 : 8 9 

127- 9092985 

95/08 

4 . TTR T'PTfT tT ns AH- 
3 29, aTTAAfaph AA, 

*rMt 

■sfHYt MMRR 15 fen. 
rft jpTRrfh, >srm44t 
3,Yr at^aIam % 
f'MM 

MRQM 10325 : 89 

128. 9091781 

129. 6023749 

95/08 

95/08 

4. ami swtAfarfae® 

enrrah. 763, 764 3fk 765 

havmtat, ssta 

faA at yaTatm, 

1/72 -O', AMAMATAA' MiA, 

3T«ftt:< ft. aft., ?i4tqT zrvy, 

44a 636 001 

M?$Xz 9AMA % %4 MSST 
MTM«4 favMMfaMftM 

sfafTF 

farr hz$z, ffa 4i 

3n4^A 01 786 : 85 

MrfpM 08249 : 7 6 

130. 6023951 

95/08 

aflfeMAf ifefWtjfil'4 
ptTATn, 63 / 2 , ifsTT mat, 

MAM TTY-ATM Apy, AtM^T, 

641 045 

4s: srrtsjPra - 4 m 
nfwrf'PT 

3Trfb.Tr 12225 : 8 7 

131. 1306130 

95/08 

AM % MMMMtbAAIAA4 

12/3 

<MftTT¥l¥ 

stfaM 44 t % 

atm aatt 4a 

-Affb.A 04246 : 92 


[4. %. 9. fa. / 13 : 11] 
sft. Arartff, ap n MjTTftfaw^ 


MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES, CONSUMER AFFAIRS & PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 
New Delhi, the 15th December, 1997 

g O. 21 :--Tn pursuance of Sub-regulation (5) of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certi- 

hcation> Regulation, 1988, of Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifiecs the grant ol licences particular 
of which are given, in the following schedule. 

SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence Operat- Name & address (factory) Title of the standard 

No, No, tive Date of the Party 


IS : NO/Part/Sec 
& Year 


1.5050242 95/08 Agarpara Jute Mills Ltd. Textiles—B-twill jute bags for 15 02566:93 

B.T. Road, packing foodgrains (third revision) 

Kamarhatty, 

Calcutta-700 058. 
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(!) ( 2 ) (3) (4) (s) (6) 


2. 5049257 

3. 7083570 

4. 7082770 

5. 7083772 

6. 7083368 

7. 7082568 

8. 7084774 

9. 7089370 

10. 7082063 

11. 7084168 

12. 7084976 


95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 

95/08 


TJjjal Enterprises 
135 G.T. Road (West) 
Konnagar Hoogly. 


Fire hose delivery couplings, IS 00903 : 93 

branch pipe, nozzles and nozzle 
spanner (Fourth revision). 


Avcon Controls Pvt. Ltd. 
Plot No. 65, Road No. 15, 
M1DC Area 
Andheri (E) 

Bombay-400 093. 


Flame proof enclosures for electrical IS 02148 : 81 
appartus (second revision) 

(Amendment Nos. 2). 


Acharya industries 
110 Ashirwad Indl. Estate 
No. 4, T Floor Rammandir 
Road, Goregaon (W) 
Bombay-400 104. 

Bharat Industries 
Plot No. 110, Section 4A 
Near State Bank of India, 
Ulhasnagar-421 003. 


Switches for domestic and similar IS 03854 : 88 
purpose (first revision) 

(Amendment 3). 


Burner for oil pressuie stove and IS 08808 : 86 
oil pressure heaters (first re¬ 
vision) (Amendment 1). 


Evita Appliances 
110 Niggo’s Building 
Cama Estate 
Goregaon (E) 
Bombay-400 063. 

Eagle Cement Pipe & 
Concrete Works 
604, Industiial Estate 
Sangli-416 416. 


Domestic gas stoves for use with IS 04246 : 92 
liquefied petroleum gases 
(fourth revision) 


Precat concreete pipes IS 00458 : 88 

with and without reinforcement) 

(third revision) 

(Amendment 2) 


Emkay Enterprises 
T-26, MIDC 
Hingna Road, 
Nagpur 


Ballast for fluorescent lamps IS 01534 : 77 

Part 1 for switch start circuits PART 01 
(second revision) 

(Amendment 3). 


Helios food Additives Pvt. Ltd. Calcium propionate, food grade IS 06031 : 71 
W-llF.Ganc Khadpoli Indl. Are (Amendment 1) 

Chjplun 

Ratnagiri Dist.-415 605. 


Hindustan Transmission Product Enamelled round winding wires IS 04800 :68 
Limited 

H-15 MIDC Area, 

Waluj, 

Aurangabad. 


National Industries 
F/17, Thakkar Indl. Estate, 
Navghar Road, 

Bhayander (E) 

Thane-401 105. 


Switches for domestic and similar IS 03854 : 88 
purposes (first revision) 

(Amendmets 3). 


Telex Industries 
D-115, Bonaza Indl. Estate. 
Ashok Chnkkravarti Road, 
Kandivli (E) 

Bombay-400 101. 


Swithches for domestic and 
similar purposes (fust revision) 
(Amendment 3). 


IS 03854 :88 
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13.7083166 95/08 Kooverji Devshi & Co. Pvt, Ltd. Speci fication for portable fire IS 00934 : 89 

Bhaktakavi Shivjibhai extinguisher water type (soda 

Pevshi Marg, acid) (third revision) 

Govandi Works 
NR. Govandi Rly. Stn. 

Bombay-400 088. 

14. 7083267 95/08 Kooverji Devshi & Co. Pvt. Ltd. Portable fire extinguishers, dry IS 02171 : 85 

Bhaktakavi Shivjibhai, powder (cartridge type) (Tbi'd 

Pevshi Marg, revision) (Amendment No. 1). 

Govandi Works 
NR. Govandi Rly, Stn. 

Bombay-400088, 

15. 7082669 95/08 Lloyds Metals & Engineers Ltd. Steel tubes for structural purposes IS 01161 : 79 

M-l Addl. M.l.D.C (third revision) (Amendments 2). 

Kudavalc Village, 

Murbad 
Thane District. 

16. 7082164 95/08 National Industries Ceiling roses (second revision) IS 00371 :79 

24 Nutan Chemical Compound (Amendments 4). 

2nd Floor 
Valbhat Lane, 

Goregoan(E) 

Bombay-400063. 

17.7082972 95/08 Oswal Stone Products Oil pressure stoves (fifth revision) IS 01342: 88 

Unit No. 211-212 (Amendment 1). 

Navyug Indl. Estate 
Jivraj Road, Sewri 
Bombay-400 015. 

18. 7082265 95/08 Sol-Ray Appliances Pvt, Ltd. Mineral filled sheathed heating IS 04159 : 83 

29/2, Kharadi Village elements (second revision) 

Distt. Pune (Amendments 6). 

Pune-411014. 

19. 7082366 95/08 Sol-Ray Appliances Pvt. Ltd. Stationary Storage type electric S 02082 : 93 

29/2, Kharadi Village water heaters (third revision) 

Distt. Pune (Amendment 1) 

Pune-411 014. 

20.7083469 95/08 Silvassa Polytex Industries Unplasticised PVC pipes for IS 04985 : 88 

(INDIA) Pvt. Ltd. potable water supplies (second 

Plot No. 18, Survey No. 101, revision) (Amendment 1). 

Rakholi Industrial Estate 
Rakholi 

Union Territory Of Dadra & 

Nagar Haveli-396230. 

21. 7083974 95/08 Uttarn Industries Submersible pumsets (first revision) IS 08034 : 76 

5302 GIDC Industrial Estate (Amendments 3). 

Phase 4, 

Vatva 

Ahmedabad-382445. 

22. 8108060 95/08 Vikas Industries Decorative lighting outfits IS 05077 :69 

714/20, Chet Ram Market 
Gopal Nagar, 

Ashok Magar 
New Delhi-110 018. 

”” 3236 gI/97—5 ” ” 
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23. 8107967 

95/08 

Metro Appliances Pvt. Ltd. 

B 12 & 13 

Sector TV 

NOIDA 

Distt, Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

Electric table, type fans and 
regulators (third revision) 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 00555 : 79 

24. 8108363 

95/08 

Vijay Cables Inds. 

B-8, B-9, Sector I 

Noida, Ghaziabad 

Crosslinked polyethylene insulated 
PVC sheated cables : Part 1 

For Working voltage upto 
and including 1 100 V (first 
revision) (Amendment 1). 

IS 07098 :77 

PART 01 

25. 9091882 

,95/08 

Jai Shree RaSgyan Udyog Ltd. 
G.T. Road, Vill. & P.O. 
Nathupur Sonepa 

Zinc sulphate. Agriculture grade 
(Amendments 2) 

sS 08249 : 76 

26. 9083984 

95/08 

M/s Century Pulp & Paper 
P.O. Lai Kua 

Nainital. 

Paper for magnetic ink character 
recognition cheques printing 
(first revision) (Amendment 1). 

IS 11087 : 86 

27. 9088489 

95/08 

M/s EMC Steel Ltd. 

P.O. TSL, 

Mirzapur Road, 

Naini, 

Allahabad, 

Aluminium conductors for over¬ 
head transmission purposes : 

Part 2 Aluminium conductors, 
galvanized steel reinforced 
(second revision) (Amendments 3). 

IS 00398 : 76 
PART 02 

28. 9076886 

95/08 

M/s J K Dairy & Foods Ltd. 

3 Km Stone, Hasanpur 
Gajraula, 

Moradabad, -244235. 

Skim milk powder : Part 1 

Standard grade (Amendment 1) 

IS 13334 : 91 

PART 01 

29. 9087891 

95/08 

M/s K. Sarbhai & Co. 

29, Itki Mohalla, 

Madan Mahan Road, 
Lucknow-226004. 

Foor sprayer (third revision) 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 03652 : 82 

30. 9077181 

95/08 

M/s Lucknow Producers Co¬ 
operative Milk Union Ltd. 

22, Jopling Road, 

Lucknow. 

Skim milk powder : Part 1 
Standard grade 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 13334: 91 

PART 01 

31. 9079084 

95/98 

M/s M.B. Plywood Industries 
Pvt. Ltd. 

P.O. Danpur 

Rudrapur, 

Nainital, 

Wooden flush door shutters 
(solid core type) : Part 1 Plywood 
face panels (Fifth revision) 
(Amendment Nos. 2) 

IS 02202 : 91 

PART 01 

32. 9088590 

95/08 

M/s Recan Industries 

Plot No. B-4, 

Site 1, 

Industrial Area, 

Unnao. 

Unplasticised PVC pipes for 
potable water supplies 
second revision) 

(Amendment 1). 

IS 04985 : 88 
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33."9081980 

95/08 

M/s R.K. Presast concrete 
Manufacturer & Supplier 
R-20.D-58 Khalilabad Tndl. 
Area, 

Basti. 

Precast Concrete pipes (with 
and without reinforcement) 

(third revision) 

(Amendment 2). 

IS 00458 : 88 

34. 9083580 

95/08 

M/s Ratan Vanaspati Ltd. 

A-8, UPS1DC Industrial_Area, 
Gajraula, Moradabad. 
Moradabad, 

Vanaspati (first revision) 
(Amendment 1). 

IS 10633 : 83 

35. 9079185 

95/8 

M/s Salt Wire Industries 
Keshripur 

P.O. Bhiullanpur Pac 
Varanasi. 

Enamelled round winding wires: 
Part 1 Conductors data 
(Amendment 2). 

: IS 04800.68 

PART 01 

36. 9088388 

95/98 

M/S J.K. Dairy & Food Ltd. 
3 Km. Stone, Hasanpur 
Gajraula 

Moradabad-24423 5. 

Milk Powder (Fourth revision) 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 01165 ; 92 

37. 9088691 

95/08 

Swarup Chemicals 

Water Works Road, 

Aishbagh, 

Lucknow-226 004. 

2, 4-D Sodium, salt technical IS 01488 ; 89 

(third revision) (Amendment No. 1) 

38. 7085877 

95/08 

JKBM Ltd. 

133-134, GIDC 

Industrial Estate 

Anklcshwar, 

Distt. Bhruch-393002, 

Thiram seed dressing formu¬ 
lations (first revision) 

IS 04783 : 82 

39. 7085574 

95/08 

Kashi Vishwajaath Cement (P) Ltd. 43 grade ordinary Portland 
Village Tirrlba Cement (first revision) 

Taluka Khcralu (Amendment 2) 

Mehsana Dist, 

North Gujrat. 

IS 08112 : 78 

40. 8110148 

95/08 

Airex Electric Industries 

138-B, Old Gupta Colony, 
Near Rana Partap Bagh 
Delhi-110 009. 

Mineral filled sheathed heating 
elements (second revision) 
(Amendment 6) 

IS 04159 : 83 

41. 8110552 

95/08 

E9son Electro Appliances 

C-35, Rajdhani Market 

Tagore Garden Extn., 

New Delhi-110 027. 

Stationary storage type electric 
water heaters (third revision) 
(Amendment 1). 

IS 02082 : 93 

42. 8108868 

95/08 

Laxmi Lamp Industries 

872, Gautam Gali No. 3, 
Jwala Nagar 

Shafidara 

Delhi-110 032. 

Tungsten filament general 
service eleftric lamps (third 
revision) (Amendments 7). 

IS 00418 ; 78 

43. 8110653 

95/08 

R.K. Lamps 

WZ-1 Opposite24 Block 

Moti Nagar 

New Delhi-110015 

Tungsten filament general, 
service electric lamps (third 
revision) (Amendments 1). 

—- -- .M' ■' 

IS 00418 : 78 
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44. 8110451 

95/08 

Airex Electric Industries 

1 38-B. Old Gupta Colony 

Near Rana Partap Bagh 
Delhi-110009 

Safety of household similar electrical IS 00302:92 
apppliances : Part 2 particular re- Part 02 

quirements Sec. 201 Electric immersion See 201 
water heater 

45. 8109769 

95/08 

Sainico Industries 

Khasara No. 106/1, 

Vill. Pooth Kalan 

Delhi-U0041 

Plugs and socket outets voltage 
up to and including 250 volts 
and rated current up to and 
including 16 amperes (second 
revision) (Amendments 3) 

IS 01293 : 88 

46. 8109062 

95/08 

Thermoking 

A-24, Naraina Indl. Area 

Phase I 

New Delhi -110028. 

Electric instantaneous water heaters 
(second revision) 

(Amendment 1) 

IS 08978 : 85 

47. 8109567 

95/08 

Thermokin 

A-24, Naraina Indl. Area 

Phase I 

‘New Delhi-110028. 

Stationary storage type electric 
water heaters (third revision) 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 02082 : 93 

48. 8109668 

95/08 

Thermoking 

A-24, Naraina Indl. Area 
Phase I 

New Delhi-110028. 

Hot air fan (first revision 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 04283 : 81 

49. 9092076 

95/08 

Balaji Cement Udyog 

Hisar Road, Teh Fatcha- 
bad Distt. Hisar 

Bhattu-125053 

43 grade ordinary Portland 
cement (first revision) 

(Amendment 1) 

18 08112 : 78 

50. 9092581 

95/08 

Diamond Agro Inds. Ltd. 

Vill: Nalunga, NH-1 A, 

PO. Mirthal Teh. Pathankot, 
Distt. Gurdaspur, 
Nalunga-145101. 

Vanaspati (first revision) 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 10633 : 83 

51. 9092884 

95/08 

Him Udyog 

Vill : Kotai, PO, Ghatti 

Distt. Solan 

Saproon-173211. 

Precast concreate pipes with 
and without reinforcement) 

(third revision) 

(Amendments 2) 

IS 00458 : 88 

52. 9093178 

95/08 Shiv Shakti Minerals 

Vill: & PQ Balachour 
Chhachhrauli-Dadupur Road, 
Chhachhrauli-135103. 

43 grade ordinary Portland 
cement (first revision) 

(Amendments 3) 

IS 08112: 78 

$3. 9093078 

95/08 

Suraj Solvent & Vanaspati 
. Inds. Ltd. 

Village : Khippanwali, 

Teh. Fazilka, Distt. Firozpur, 
Khippanwali. 

Vanaspati (first revision) 
(Amendment 1) 

IS 10633 : 83 

54. 9092682 95/08 Vikrant Cements 

- Vill : Aurangabad, Radaur 
Road, Distt. Yamunanagar 
Aurangabad-135001. 

43 grade ordinary Portland 
cement (first revision) 

(Amendments 3) 

IS 08112 : 78 
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55. 9092177 95/08 

56. 9092278 95/08 

57. 9092480 95/08 

58. 6087068 95/08 

59. 6087977 95/08 

60 . 6086167 95/08 

61. 6087472 95/08 

62. 6090057 95/08 

63. 6087371 95/08 

64. 6090158 95/08 

65. 6085973 95/08 

66 . 6086066 95/08 

67. 6087)69 95/08 


A.C.C. Ltd. (Gagal Cement 
Works) P.O. Barmana 
Distt. Bilaspur-174013 

Dhauladhar Cements (P) Ltd. 
Patti Natha Singh 
S irmour 
Paonta Sahib 

Rishi Electiicals Pvt. Ltd. 
Chhanni, P.O. Khandrori 
Distt. Kangra-176 402 


Akash Enterprises 
641/1, MTH Road, Avadi 
Madras-600 054 

Tropical Agrosyslem Pvt. Ltd. 
530/2-B, Vanagaram Road, 
Ambattur, 

Madras-600 058 

SPC Super Meters Pvt. Ltd. 

9/9, H. Siddiah Road, 
Bangalore-560 002 

Southern Pesticides Corpn. Ltd. 
Arikirevala, 

Near Kovvur 
Distt. West Godawari 

Hindustan Latex Limited 
P.B. No. 2, 

Peroorkada, 

Thiruvananthapuiam-695 005 

Prima Agro Products Ltd. 
1V/108-E, Feed Division, 
Industrial Development Area 
Muppathadain, Edayar, Cochin 
Ernakulam-683 102 

Associated Trade Links 
Mini Industrial Estate 
Keezhmad, 

Alwaye-683 005 

Cauvery Conductors P .Ltd. 

NP V11/957, Indl. Estate, 
Pappanamcode 
Tiruvananthapuiam-695 019 

K.S.B. Pumps Ltd. 

151 Muttupalayam Road, 

N.S.N. Palayam Post 
Coimbatore-641 031. 

Shine Flo 

1454 Thadagam Road, 

GCT Post 

Coimbatore-641 013. 


53 grade ordinary Portland cement IS 12269:87 
(Amendments 3) 

43 grade oidinary Portland cement IS 08112:78 
(first revision) (Amendments 3) 


Aluminium conductors for IS 00398:76 

overhead transmission purposes: Part01 

Part 1 Aluminium stranded 
conductors (second revision) 

(Amendment No. 1) 

Rubber gaskets for pics'Uie IS 07466:74 

cookers (Amendments 3) 


Phora te granules, encapsulated IS 09359:80 
(Amendments 2) 


ac wattkour meter, class 0.5, 1 IS 13010:80 
and 2 (Amendment 1) 

Chlorphyrifos emulsifiable IS 08944:78 

concentrates (Amendment 1) 


Disposable surgical xubber gloves IS 13422:92 


Compounded feeds for cattle IS 02052:79 
(third revision) (Amendment Nos. 3) 


Magnesium sulphate (epsom salt) Is 02730:77 
(first revision) 


Aluminium conductors for over- IS 00398:76 
head transmission purposes: Part02 

Part 2 Aluminium conductors, 
galvanized steel reinforced 
(second revision) (Amendments 3) 

Motors for submersible pump IS 09283 : 79 
sets (Amendment 1) 


Single phase small ac and universal JS 00996 : 79 
electric motors (second revision) 

(Amendments 2). 
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68 . 7084875 95/08 Eicon Electric industries Switches for domestic and similar IS 03854 : 88 

Shukla Estate purposes (first revision) 

Singh Compound (Amendments 3). 

Opp : Ajit Class 

S.V. Road, Jogeshwari (W) 

Bombay-400 102. 


69. 7085271 95/08 Imperial Irrigation & Irrigation equipment — poly- IS 12786 : 89 

Biotech Private Limited ethylene pipes for irrigation 

K-39, MIDC lateral (Amendment 1). 

Ambad, 

Nashil-422 010. 


70.7084673 95/08 International Industrial Products PVC insulated (havy duty) IS 01554 : 88 


Unit No. 6, 7, 8 & 9 Station 
Road Street No. 31, Section 25 
NR MSEB Office 
Ulhasnagar-421 004. 

71.7083671 95/08 Jai Industrial Corporation 

No. 39, JCamptee R.oad 
Near Pili Nadi 
Nagpur-440 026. 

72. 7085170 95/08 Plastro Irrigation Systems (I)Ltd 

Block D-l, Plot No. 10, MIDC 
Chinchwad 
Pune-411 019. 


electric cables : Part 1 For working PART 01 
voltages upto and including 1 
to 100 V (third revision). 

Asbestos cement building pipes IS 01626 : 91 
and pipe fittings, gutters and PART 01 

gutter fittings and roofing 
fittings : Part I Pipe and pipe 
fittings (first revision). 

Irrigation equipment—polyethylene IS 12786 : 89 
pipes for irrigation laterals 
(Amendment 1). 


73. 7084067 

95/08 

Balmer Lawric&C’o. Ltd. 
D-l95/2, TTC Indl. Estate 
Turbhe, 

PO Box No. 43 

New Bombay-400 705. 

Drums, large, fixed ends, Part 1 
Grade A drums (third revision). 

IS 01783 : 93 

PART 01 

74. 7084269 

95/08 

Harjeet Steel Industries 

7374 Wanjara Layout 

Pilinadi 

Kampetee Road, 

Nagpur- 440 026. 

High strength deformed steel 
bars and wires for concrete 
reinforcement (Third revision) 
(superseding IS : 1139-1966) 
(Amendment No, 1). 

IS 01786 : 85 

75. 7084471 

95/08 

Konkan Pesticides 

A-4, MIDC 

Mahad, 

Distt. Raigadh. 

Atrazine, WP 

IS 12931 : 90 

76. 7085069 

95/08 

Telex Industries 

D-l 15, Bonaza Indl. Estate 
Ashok Chakkravarti Road, 
Kandivli (E) 

Bombay-400 101. 

Plugs and socket outlets of rated 
voltage upto and including 

250 volts and rated current up to 
and inculding 16 amperes (second 
revision) (Amendments 3). 

IS 01293 : 88 

IS 09359 : 80 

77. 7087578 

95/08 

Agronule Industries 

Port Road 

Ghoga, 

Bhavnagar-364005. 

Phorate granules, encapsulated 
(Amendments 2). 
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78. 7086374 

95/08 

Asmi Pumps Industries 

A-2/3911, GIDC 

Phase IV 

Behind New Nirma, 

Vavta, 

Ahemdabad. 

Submersible pumpsets (first 
revision) 

(Amendments 3). 

TS 08034 : 76 

79. 7086071 

95/08 

Shalimar Electronic- Industries 
Pardi Scndhpo; 

Kailash Road, 

Valsad (Gujarat). 

Switches for domestic and simi¬ 
lar purposes (first revision) 
(Amendments 3). 

IS 03854 88 

80. 8107563 

95/08 

Bawcja Appliances 

6604/2, Neemwala Chowr 
Nabi Karim 

New Delhi-110055. 

Domestic gas stoves for use ' 
with liquefied petroleum 
gases (fourth revision). 

IS 04246 : 92 

81. 8107664 

95/08 

Digiflex (T) Ltd. 

55 & 58 D, Noida Export 
Processing Zone (NEPL). 
Noida (U.P.). 

Disposale surgical rubber gloves 

IS 13422 ; 92 

82. 8108262 

95/08 

Harson Enterprises 

8/109. Nehru Gali 

Vishwas Nagar, 

Shahdara 

Delhi-110 032. 

Plugs and socket outlets of 
rated voltage up to and inclu¬ 
ding 250 volts and rated current 
up to and including 16 am¬ 
peres (second revision) 
(Amendments 3). 

IS 01293 ; 88 

83. 8108464 

95/08 

Rachna Electricals Pvt. Ltd. 
B-10/10, Group Indl. Area 
Wazirpur 

Delhi-110 052. 

Safety of household and simi¬ 
lar electrical appliances : Part 2 
Particular requirements Sec. 201 
Electric immersion water heater. 

IS 00302 : 92 
PART 02 

Sec. 201 

84. 8107462 

95/08 

Shri Durga Industries 

37, Ram Nagar 

Street No. 1 

Pahar Ganj, 

New Delhi-110 055. 

Safety of household and similar 
electrical appliances : Part 2 
Particular requirements Sec, 3 , 
Electric Iron. 

IS 000302 ; 93 

PART 02 

Sec. 03 

85. 8108161 

95/08 

Gcmco Electrical Industries Plugs and socket outlets of 

H, No. 383.Gali No. 5. rated voltage up to and including 

Bagh Kare Khan Kishan Ganj 250 volts and rated current upio 
Delhi-110 007. and including 16 amperes 

(second revision) 

(Amendments 3). 

IS 01293 ; 88 

86 . 8107361 

95/08 

Rayat Electricals 

J,99-98, Vishnu Garden 

New Delhi-110018. 

Safety of household and similar 
electrical appliances : Part 2 
Particulars requirements. Sec. 201 
Electric immersion water heater. 

IS 00302 : 92 
PART 02 

Sec. 201 

87. 8107866 

95/08 

Sewtec Engineers Pvt. Ltd. 
C-120 Sector 11 

Noida, 

Noida-201301. 

Safety of household and similar 
electrical appliances : Part 2 
Particulars requirements Sec. 3, 
Electric Iron. 

IS 00302 ; 92 
PART 02 

Sec. 03 

88 . 8108565 

95/08 

Toshiba Appliances Co. 

A-24/A Gai No. 4 

An and Parbat, 

New Delhi-110005. 

Safety of household and simiiar 
electrical appliances : Part 2 
Particular requirements. Sec. 3 
Electric Iron. 

IS 00302 : 92 
PART 02 

Sec. 03 
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89. 9092379 95/08 


90. 9091680 95/08 


91. 8107765 95/08 


92. 8109264 95/08 


93. 8107260 95/08 


94. 8110047 95/08 


95. 8110754 95/08 


96. 8108666 95/08 


97. 8109365 95/08 


98. 8108767 95/08 


99. 8108969 95/08 


Bharat Engineers 
Teh. Nurpur Dist. Kangra, 
Channi. 


Dara Chemical Inds. Pvt. Ltd. 
625, Modem Industrial, Estate 
Distt. Rohtak, 

Bhadurgarh. 

Aggarwal Electricals Pvt. Ltd. 
F-669, Sitapura Indl. AREA 
Tonk Road (Via Vatika) 
Jaipur - 303905. 

Chirawa Cements Limited 
F-9 To F-17, Riico Indl. Area, 
Chirawa, 

Jhunjhunu, 

Mihavcer Industries 
SP-1,1st Phase 
Industrial Area, 

Barmer-344001. 

Maxwell India 

H-l 10, Riico Indl. Area, 

Jaitpura, 

Jaipur 

Rajasthan Engineering & 
Contractors Enterprises 
A-45, Industrial Area, 

Sikar-3 32001. 


Jodhpur Cement Industries 
Pvt. Ltd. 

E/637, Marudhar Industrial Area 

Basni, Phase II 

Jodhpur 

Kaprons Cement Pvt. Ltd. 
Bi67 Matsya Indl. Atea 
Alwar 


Aluminium conductors for over- IS 00398 : 76 

head transmission purposes : PART 04 

Part 4 Aluminium alloy stanraaed 
conductors (aluminium mag¬ 
nesium silicon type) 

(third revision). 

Butachlor emulsifiable concentrates TS 09356 : 80 
(Amendments 2). 


Tungsten filament general service IS 00418 : 78 
electric lamps (third revision) 

(Amcndmerfts 7). 


43 grade ordinary Portland cement IS 08112 : 89 
(first revision) 

(Amendments 3). 


High density polyethylene pipes IS 04984 : 87 
for potable waie-.r upplies; sewage 
and industrial effluents (third 
revision) 

Ac watthour meter, class 0.51 and 2 IS 13010:90 
(Amendment 1). 


High density polyethylene pipes IS 04984 : 87 
for potable water supplies, sewage 
and industrial effluents 
(third revision). 


43 grade ordinary Portland IS 08112:89 

cement (first revision) 

(Amendments 3). 


43 grade ordinary Portland cement IS 08112:89 
(first revision) (Amendments 3). 


Mores Cenents Industries 33 Grade ordinary portland cement IS 00269:89 

Pvt. Ltd. (forth revision) (Amendments 3). 

F-71, 72/G-83, 84, 85 
RIICO Tndl, Area, 

Behror 

United Cable Industries PVC Insulated cables for working IS 00694:90 

A-14, Sector IV voltages upto and including 1100 V 

Noida 201301 (third revision) (Amendments 

No. 1 to 4). 
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1.2 .3 


4 


5 


6 


100. 5050444 95/08 


101. 5048255 95/08 


102. 5049459 95/08 


103. 5048962 95/08 


104. 5049762 95/08 


105. 5050343 95/08 


106. 5050141 95/08 


107. 5049863 95/08 


108. 5049156 95/08 


109. 5049358 95/08 


Allied Chromes & Chemicals 
(P) Ltd., 

Biren Roy Road (West). 

P.O. JotsBibrampur, 
24-Parganas (Sofith) 743 352. 

Hindustan Casting and Engg. 
Company, 

3/1, Ratan Haidar T.ane. 
Potuapara, 

Liluah, 

Howrah. 

Indo-American Electricals 
Limited, 

O. T. Road, 

Durgapur, 

Drstt : Burdwan, 

West Bengal—713 212. 

The Industrial Electrodes 
(Howrah) Pvt. Ltd., 

146, Andul Road, 

P. O. B. Garden, 

Howrah—7 H 1C3 

Koilite Industries (Lamps) P. 
Ltd., 

58, Suren Sarkar Road, 
Calcutta—700 010. 

Paramount Cement Cd; 'P, 
Limited, 

65/1, G.T. Road, 

Liluah, 

Howrah—711 204. 

P.H. Industries, 

4/H/7, Rani Brandi Roed, 
Calcutta—700 002, 

Star Engineers, 
lohapur Cancl Side, 

(Near Ichapur Water Tank), 
Post Santragachi. 

How; ah—711 104. 

Cabcon India Pvt. Limited, 

93, Dakshindari Road, 
Calcutta, 

Calcutta—700 048. 


Disinfectant flaidsi blackand 18 01061 t 82 
white (Third revision). 


Sand cast iron spigot and socket ' IS 01729 :' 79 
soil waste cud ventiiatirg pipes, 
fitting and accessories (Fitst 
revision) (Amendments 3). 


Enamelled found winding wires : IS 04800 : 68 
Part 5 Wires for elevated tern* PART 05 
peratnres (Amendments 7). 


Covered electrodes for mantial ' IS 00814 : 1 91 
metal arc welding of carbon 
and carbon manganese steel 
(Fifth revision). 

Tungs*en filament general eeiwice IS 00418 : 78 
ekctric lamps (Third revision) 

(Amendments 7). 

Portland slag cement (Fourth IS 00455 : 89 
i evision) (Amendments 3). 


Disinfectant fluids, blackAtad IS 01061 : 82 
white (Third revision). 


Flameproof enclosures for IS 02148 : 81 

electrical elect! ical apparatus 
(Second ievision) (Amendment 
Nos. 2). 

Aluminium conductors for over- IS 00398 : 76 
head transmission purposes ; PART 02 
Part 2 Aluminium conductors, 
galvanized steel reinforced 
(Second revision) (Amendments 3). 


Durga Engg. Co., Sluice valves for water works JS 02906 ; 84 

22/2, Deshpran Sashmal Road, purposes (350 to 1200 mm size) 

Howjah—711 101. (Third revision) (Amendments 3). 


3236 GI/97—6 
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110. 5048760 95/08 


K. R. Steel Union Ltd., 
16-D, Industrial Area, 
Kalyani, Distt. Nadia. 


111. 5048861 95/08 


112. 5048659 95/08 


113. 5049964 95/08 


114. 5050040 95/08 


115. 5049055 ,95/08 


116. 6085771 95/08 


117. 6085468 95/08 


118. 7083873 95/08 


119. 7084572 95/08 


120- 8110350 95/08 


K. R. Steel Union Ltd., 

16-D, Industrial Area, 

Kalyani, Distt. Nadia. 

Meghna Jute Mills Unit of 
Gajanand Comml. Pvt. Ltd., 
Jagatdal P.O., 

24-Parganas (WB).‘ 

Shree Bhagwati Industries, 

4, Bhujangadhar Road, 

Liluah. 

Shiv Shakti Tubes & Industries 
Limited, 

Opposite Lulungaon, 

Lokhra, P.O. Betkuchi, 
Guwahati—18. 

Upadhaya Valves Mfrs. Pvt. 
Ltd., 

P280, Benaras Road, 

Howrah—711 105. 

Maata Cements Pvt. Ltd., 
Narapaka, 

Achutapuram Mandal, 
Yelamanchili Taluk, 
Visakhapatnam Distt. (AP). 

Sudhakar Plastic Pvt. Limited, 
Balaram Thanda, 

Near Industrial Estate, 
Suryapet—508 214. 

Crompton Greaves Ltd., 

(Light Sources Division) 

Village Kural, 

Taluka Padra, 

Padra Jambusar Road. 

District Baroda. 

HMP Cements Ltd., 

Aerodrome Road, 

OLD Military Ground, 
Porbandar, 

Gujarat—360 575. 

Har Narain Tubes 
WZ-754 A, Sudershan Park, 

New Delhi—110 015. 


High strength deformed steel bars IS 01786 : 85 
and wires for concrete reinforce¬ 
ment (Third revision) (Super¬ 
seding IS : 1139-1966) (Amend¬ 
ment No. 1). 

Steel for general structural pur- IS 02062 : 92 
poses (Fourth revision) (Super¬ 
sedes IS 225 : 1975) (Amend¬ 
ment No. 1). 

Jute bags for packing foodgrains IS 12650 : 89 
50 kg. 


Cast iron detachable joints for IS 08794 : 88 
use with asbestos cement pres¬ 
sure pipes (First revision) 

(Amendment 1). 

Steel tubes for idlers for belt IS 09295 : 83 
conveyors (First revision). 


Butterfly valves for general pur- IS 13095 : 91 
poses. 


Portland slag cement (Fourth IS 00455 : 89 
revision) (Amendments 3). 


Irrigation equipment—polyethy- IS 12786 : 89 

lone pipes for irrigation laterals 
(Amendment 1). 


Tubular fluorescent lamps for TS 02418 : 77 
general lighting service : Part 1 Part : 01 
Requirements and tests (First 
revision) (Amendments 2). 


53 grade ordinary Portland 

cement (Amendments 3)., IS 12269 : 87 


Domestic gas stoves for use with IS : 04246 : 92 

liquefied petroleum gases (Fourth 

revision). 



WTOrtfTTrsrrw 
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43 

i 

2 
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4 

5 

6 

Y 21 T 

8109163 

~95/08~' 

Peico Cables & Conductors 

Pvt. Ltd., 

Plot No, 160, Sector H, 

Industrial Area, 

Govindpura, 

Bhopal, 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric IS 01554 : 88 
oables : Part 1 For woiking Part : 01 

voltages upto and including 

1100 V (Third revision). 

122. 

8107058 

95/08 

Rewati Minerals & Chemicals 
Pvt. Ltd., 

Village Hirapur, 

Tchsil Banda, 

Sagar, 

Hirapur. 

Bleaching powder, stable (Second 
revision). 

IS 01065 : 89 

123. 

8109466 

95/08 

Sharda Aluminium Conductors 
Pvt. Ltd., 

114-Industrial Area, 

Phase HI, 

Bhind, 

Malanpur. 

PVC Insulated cables for working 
voltages upto and including 

1100 V (Third revision) 
(Amendment Nos. 1 to 4). 

IS 00694 : 90 

124. 

8110855 

95/08 

Safe Head Industries, 

123/E, Light Industrial Area, 
Durg, 

Bhilai. 

Industrial safety helmets (Socond 
revision) (Amendment 1). 

IS 02925 : 84 

125. 

8107159 

95/08 

Maihar Cement Works, 

P.O. Sarla Nagar, 

Maihar Distt., 

Satna—485 772. 

43 grade ordinary Portland 
cement (First revision) 
(Amendments 3). 

IS 8112 : 89 

126. 

9092783 

95/08 

Dalmia Cement Co., 

Delhi Road, 

Bhiwani, 

Charki Dadri. 

43 grade ordinary Portland 
cement (First revision) 
(Amendments 3). 

IS 08112 : 89 

127. 

9092985 

95/08 

M/s. Ram Prakash & Sons, 

329, Alamgiriganj, 

Bareilly, 

Square tins—15 kg. for ghee, 
VANASPATI, edible oils and 
backery shortenings (First 
revision) (Amendment 1). 

IS 10325 : 89 

128. 

9091781 

95/08 

M/s. Usha Udyog Limited, 

Plot No. 763, 764 & 765, 
Magarwara, 

Unnao. 

High strength deformed steel bars 
and wires for eoncreto reinforce¬ 
ment (Third revision) (Super¬ 
seding IS : 1139-1966) 
(Amendment No. 1). 

IS 01786 : 85 

129. 

6023749 

95/08 

Niimala Chemicals, 

1/72-A, Ayeepalayam Village, 
Athanur P.O, 

Resipuram Taluk, 

Salem—636 001. 

Zino sulphate, agricultural grade 
(Amendments 2). 

IS 08249 : 76 

130. 

6023951 

95/08 

Allwyn Enterprises, 

S.F. No. 63/2, Indira Nagar, 
Sungam By-pass Road, 
Coimbatore—641 045. 

Jet centrifugal pump combination 
(Amendments 2). 

IS 12225 : 87 

131. 

1306130 

95/08 

SKN Gas Appliances, 

12/3, Mathura Road, 

Faridabad. 

Domestic gas stoves for use with 
liquefied petroleum gases 
(Fourth revision). 

IS 04246 : 92 


[No. CMD/13 : 11] 
B. MUKHERJI, Addl. Director Ocnl. 
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97-09-30 

45 . anwr 13453 : 1994 

wfttEPT ftt> 1 
iftcfWR 1997 

97-09-30 
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ftftkR-fto 2 
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97-08-31 
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New Delhi, the 15th December, 1997 

S.0.22.—In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub-rule (1) of Rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian S tandards 
Rules 1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment(s) to the Indian Standard(s), parti- 1 
culars of which is/are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has/have been issued : 


SCHEDULE 


SL 

No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standard(s) amended 

No. and year of the amendment 

Date from which the 
amendment shall have 
effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 2 : 1960 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

2. 

IS 28 : 1985 

Amendment No. 1 

September 1997 

97-09-30 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

3. 

IS 177 : 1989 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

4. 

IS 188 : 1980 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

5. 

IS 281 : 1991 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

6. 

IS 306 : 1983 

Amendment No. 1 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

7. 

IS 318 : 1981, 

Amendment No. 1 

Septemner 1997 

97-09-30 

8. 

IS 804 : 1967 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

9. 

IS 814 : 1991 

Amendment No. 3 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

10. 

IS 1079 : 1994 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

11. 

IS 1237 : 1980 

Amendment No. 2 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

12. 

IS 1259 : 1984 

Amendment No. 3 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

13. 

IS 1347 : 1972 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

14. 

IS 1397 : 1990 

Amendment No. 1 

July 1997 

97-07-31 

15. 

IS 1659 : 1990 

Amendment No, 3 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

16. 

IS 1664 : 1992 

Amendment No. 2 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

17. 

IS 1825 : 1988 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

18. 

IS 2002 : 1992 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

19. 

IS 2041 : 1995 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

20. 

IS 2096 : 1992 

Amendment No. 1 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

21. 

IS 2386 (Part 1) : 1963 

Amendment No. 3 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

22. 

IS 2681 : 1993 

AmendmentNo. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

23. 

IS 2742 (Part 3) : 1994 

Amendment No. I 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

24. 

IS 2742 (Part 4) : 1994 

Amendment No. 1 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

25. 

IS 2801 : 1967 

Amendment No. 1 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

26. 

IS 3075 (Part 3): 1986 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 
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(1) O (3) (4) 


27. 

IS 4148 : 1989 

Amendment No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

28. 

IS 4985 : 1988 

Amendment No. 3 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

29. 

IS 5986 : 1992 

Amendment No. 3 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

30. 

IS 7016 (Part 6) : 1984 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

31. 

IS 8072 : 1984 

Amendment No. 3 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

32. 

IS 8623 (Part 3) : 1993 

Amendment No. 1 

June 1997 

97-06-30 

33. 

TS 9372 : 1980 

Amendni 'nt No. 2 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

34. 

IS 10066 : 1981 

Amendm :nt No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

35. 

IS 11248 : 1905 

Amendm nt No. 1 

November 1997 

97-11-30 

36. 

IS 11844 : 1987 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1097 

97-10-31 

37. 

IS 11852 (Part 3) : 1987 

Amendn. nt No. 3 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

38. 

IS 11860 : 1986 

Amendm. nt No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

39. 

IS 11898 : 1986 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

40. 

IS 11899 : 1986 

Amendmerit No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

41. 

IS 12212 : 1987 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

42. 

IS 12340 : 1988 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-3.1 

43. 

IS 12963 : 1990 

Amendment No. 1 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

44. 

IS 13008 : 1990 

Amendment No. 1 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

45. 

IS 13458 ; 1994 

Amendment No. 1 

September 1997 

97-09-30 

46. 

IS 13488 : 1992 

Amer.dment No. 2 

August 1997 

97-08-31 

47. 

IS 14121 : 1995 

Amendment No. 1 

October 1997 

97-10-31 

48. 

IS 14151 (Part 1) : 1994 

Amendment No. 3 

September 1997 

97-09-30 


Copies of these amendments are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 
9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi 110 002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Calcutta, Chandigarh, 
Madras and Mumbai and also Branch Offices : Ahinedubad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore. 
Faridabad, Ghaziabad, Guwahati, Hydeiabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Lucknow, Patna and Thiiuvananthapuiam. 

[No. CMD/13 : 5] 
B. MUKHERJI, Addl. Director Gen 
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HIU MHIW1 

( M T Hfl ftWPT) 

24t^F*3, 1997 

■gjT.arr. 23 :— faftm % ft re ramst iftmqtfr tjtt. *ft. 22087 tw a^ft u r sfR 4. fircmrmit 

TFTmCT ’WtfaT, ^iftrasR, 0,Aw T?7T 14-3 *ft T( 1SKI TOJfl foR ^ Wl'MT % STMT T TT t^RI ^ 1^, 4 T*fafa mW 

3f>T STJ^tE 7 ! +l4 5^ ^ *ktii< ^51, faftd 'SnfM^nfr SKI ’34 wkjci ^ 4$ Rnli '9T Rmn. +1*1 % ^TymH, 

331^^1 Wafa^mWSlfaPm, 1976 (1976 37(60) 3*14*1(3 sfrcmn 
^1*1 °h (hI 44) ^>1 ftsM, 1987 4l <dH®(i4 4l ai^^H ^ 3*R 4fe 4 Rir 3 iRhh, aK<iM 4 41 3'^R1 41 £61 *l*ii4lTl 

■*ttiii.T i^m alR Rftqftfn nwsff 4 4My<w 4*n t^ti; 

3471: 34*1 WflhK d*H1 arRlPl^H *TTO 36 ut 4 m*iki (7) sm 51E7T VlRki^f 3F>T 5)4l J l KK^ ^5jlRn<iH 137 1 *4I7?I %f'WTO 
"4rRllJ fil$4 - i(l'i-7j4 ‘5T5^!H" ^fGRTT % amfRl ysufi Qi<^ njn*ii'*i , fl t < Rick*> 9*41 4> 9i«trl (Rl4 If+lA ij'fl^i MIA*! 1 ! I *7*41 
%) a*R frratw «iniRti 11 si^^r " % afir R'ik'hi f4RiHt ij i 3ti4 fnwmmt i^fi iftm4t4 "crttH 22087 4^w aHAR^i 44 
(2)4 %f44g s FF MtH 7|#Sf, mfefrTS fo 44mTTH. I??. 14-3 41H, ETCI f4r<T( miT't, MK7T4famST *T»N 4^4jftsqT 

RiRii®, *tw i f , ii* 'Em Rimr 3tr m $ sfR f44 ar^nis'i f*iH an^ .^.Tal./i 3 / 96/70 tw^ 1 ^ ftmr ■mn $, an ^ hr a 3mT°T , m m'mRio w<fl 

t 1 



aii<j.Ri 


3236 G1/97—7 
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HlSd (■: 

qrq % I % n ! ti'fl £ hl PtHRiRan $ : — 


faftqfar 

: 1. HWf Pid«m°hl TJH.TRt. 22087 -h^^ki 3i ^Pt i 

2. PlFMim) M0>.'3 jFlWfdH 3#3T qiOlAOT iipm qq.qq. 14- 3 tt 

iq mi apt 

: *^099 imif % fiqqq ir faq qra^fitq fmnm qrq 

4159 

: ■sjyi^r-r #7 -si^tr 

sTfimnq uaku 

: Hi-i't) il^Ki ft 45 ild< mRi ft"id *jpq< qicrl pEwTI Tf? qft H# 3ft7 

TfNw 3 70 #3T qfa ffcRS 

Tim TRTfa 

: 0.01 #zt #t qr 999,99 #37 

■3fV| ilqq TiqiiMH 

; 5 #37 # fmwft 3 5 fi##37 % i'^iiqq 

TferctltR =# 

: 5 #37 # fmr# qr + 75 ft# #37 

wtmfH o*b*ii 

‘ ‘ ^q ’ ’ # fenj; 25.4 toft #37 6 af## 7j»m 


: 99.99 7:. m 1 


: 9999,9 77 7m 1 

3RIFT 

: 230 #73 50 37#T 17.#. 

qi9tqf3T 

+ 5 ft# # 40 ft# 

liqq# wo ’-{.it 

: Tq^lfiRT ^pE Hit# qfiqi 5 #37 7t qF7 


[TIT. # TFT. 21 (54 )/96 ] 

TFJik sfarero, am##* 
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(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 24th December, 1997 

S.O. 23. — Whereas the prescribed authority has submitted a report approving the Model described 
in the report on the basis of the documents submitted by M/s. Gilharco Inc Greensboro, NC 22087 USA 
and M/s. Gilbarco Ltd.. Crompton Close, Basildon, Essex SSI4 3BA without conducting any test; and 
whereas, the Central Government, alter considering the said report submitted *o it by the prescribed author¬ 
ity, is satisfied that the Model described in (he said report (see '.he ligure gi\ en below) is in conformity with 
lhe provisions of the Standards of Weights a H f a sres Aa, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of 
Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) E.u'c:, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain accu¬ 
racy over periods m untamed use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) of section 36 of the said Act, 
me Central Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of multipurpose dis¬ 
pensing pumps for delivery of petroleum products with digital display of "DIMENSION AND EURO- 
D1MENSION " series (hereinafter referred to as the Model ) and with the trade name "DIMENSION" 
manufactured by (1 ) M/s. Gilbarco Inc Greensboro, NC 22087 USA, and (2) M/s. Gilbarco Ltd., Crompton 
Close, Basildon, Essex SS14 3BA and marketed in India by M/s. Avery India Ltd., Ballabgarh, and which 
is assigned the approval mark 1NEJ/ 13/96/70; 



Figure 


The Model (see the figures) is Multi-purpose dispensing pump meant for delivering pertoleum 
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products with digital display of DIMENSION and EURO-DIMENSION series. The technical details of 
machine are as follows: 


Manufacturer : 1. M/s Gilbarco Inc Greensboro, NC 22087 USA. 

2. M/s Gilbarco Ltd., Crompton Close, Basildon, Essex 
SS14 3BA. 


Name of the Instrument 

Type : 

Maximum flow rate : 

Quantity display : 

Calibration adjustments : 

Range of calibration-provided : 
Display Unit : 

"Unit" setting range : 

"Amount to Pay" setting range : 
Power supply : 

Temperature range : 

Delivery Hose : 


Multi-purpose dispensing pumps to deliver petroleum 
products. 

DIMENSION and EURO-DIMENSION. 

45 litres per minute with standard nozzle. 70 litres per 
minute with larger diameter deliver hose and nozzle. 

999. 99 litre in increment of 0. 01 litre 

In steps of 5 ml in a delivery of 5 litres. 

± 75 ml on a delivery of 5 litres. 

25.4 mm six digit LED indicator for "amount to pay" 
17.8 mm four digit LED indicator for Unit Price display 
(above each hose). 

Upto Rs 99.99 

Upto Rs 9999,9 

230V 50 Hertz a.c. 

+5° C to 40° C 

Less than 5m with automatic retrieval facility. 


[F. No. WM 21 (54)/96] 


RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Addl. Secy. 




vmutiwrc : 3, 1998/41* 13, 1919 


3ft nn$fhg > h s ivw 


^ ftwit, 26 RflUR, 1997 


3# 


jn*T5>T fl^faorftw/ 

9FT 13TS ftw 


&T 

ifcfci: #t ft#taft 


1BBT.3TT. 24 ;— ^5#T HT9nT ft, ft^ftfcm #T 

#ft*r ww (tjfir ^ 3 ## ftr srfa+u 99 
33#) aftfcrfftipT, 1962(1962 99 50) (Rift ?flft 
iff# qrsricT 3r6 3rffti#9 wwtJ)^ 9KT3 # 
■JMVTTT (l) ftl 3T#T SfTft # 9$ 9TT9 HM ftf 
##199 jfti srt^cw % ftairm # arfft^nr toi 
99. 3TT. 1577, ITrffaj 2^, 1997Wft£tf#9Tftr 
#989 ft^ f# 91^9dl?H Rn^lft fti SPTt^RTfcf 379 
srfrrejTRr ft #9 arg*}# ft fftfftf# ft 39 #t ft? 

#99)13 ft) 3T# ft) 31# 3TRT9 # ftWif # *ft; 

aftr 395 naffer arfft^nr # srfftqf srttt 

# ##'21 ap, 1997 #39^99mfttTtf sft; 

# ww srrffersFrtt ft 3 rf> ##99# 91m 6 

# iwrt (i) ft) sFjmnr ft ftm# hwtt 9?T 39# 

#V ft ftt ft; 

aftc ft#9 iTwrx 99 379 ftft# 9c Rrk 9# 
ftt *nt fnrnrPT Ft w ft f% p- #rq*T9T ft 
t#n agqift ft IftfftRe tjfft ft 3## ft» srfwr 99 

ST'ft'T fft)9T '5TRT 9 (fftl{ ; 

3TTT:, ftl#9 97997, 37F <##99 #" 
919 6 aft 39 9T7T (I) SHT 999 #T#f 99 #9 #f 

irr, p 3tf#99T ft #9T aTJTJ# ft fftfftfft^ *jfft ft 

i9#r ft; arfenn: 3 tMct 9# # 9#rr 9mft ft; 

9F 3# fft) ft#9 97997, 379 ##99 # 
MITT 6 # 39 9T7T ( 4 ) 5RT J97T 7## 99 S#9 9# 
19',, 98 f#71 ftftt ft faf 378 »jfft ft 39#T Sf9 #8=8K, 

## 97997 ft fftfftci ftVft si-Jiiy,, trftt %9ftt ft 
ifsfl, ^TKcT 9ft9R ftftftft 9 ft fftfftcT ftRTT I 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

399&T 

421 

0 

23 

85 


420 

0 

43 

72 


418 ft^t 

0 

72 

00 


417 

0 

60 

90 


386 

0 

91 

39 


381 

0 

01 

40 


382 ftftft 

0 

19 

69 


383 

0 

03 

84 


351 

0 

00 

98 


352 

0 

67 

21 


356 

0 

20 

05 


353 

0 

23 

62 


355 

0 

46 

79 


354/1 

0 

00 

50 


332 

0 

12 

31 


333 

0 

73 

32 


330/2 

0 

36 

37 


327 

0 

45 

80 


287 

0 

33’ 

15 


286 

0 

41 

12 


258 

0 

43 

55 


259 ft£t 

0 

09 

86 


260 

0 

00 

50 


262 

0 

21 

74 


262 ft^r 

0 

21 

74 


263 

0 

02 

76 


261 

0 

09 

38 


661/9 

0 

23 

21 


266 Wr 

0 

37 

05 


131 

0 

59 

17 


128 ft# 

0 

40 

00 


128ft# 

0 

41 

02 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4> 

(5) 


126/1 

0 

12 

80 


245 

0 

09 

90 


L26/1 tefit 

0 

38 

35 


280 

0 

11 

84 


74/1 

0 

34 

20 


279 

0 

23 

87 


73/2 

0 

61 

80 


281/2 

0 

15 

63 


81/2 

0 

27 

50 


28 l/l 

0 

51 

88 


81/3 

0 

42 

70 


385/1 

0 

00 

60 


83 

0 

39 

97 


384/1 

0 

88 

50 


86 

0 

27 

30 


375 

0 

12 

50 


87 

0 

45 

45 


371 

0 

15 

75 


89 

0 

1.2 

87 


23 

0 

79 

52 


88 

0 

39 

48 


24 

0 

1 ? 

90 


98 

0 

14 

47 


20 

0 

14 

10 


98 ^ 

0 

57 

90 


19 

0 

23 

70 

j«tt 

76 

0 

19 

80 


18 

0 

34 

05 


78 

0 

16 

35 


26 

0 

11 

40 


78 

0 

16 

35 


26 

0 

10 

20 


77/1 

0 

08 

40 


26tefr 

0 

35 

00 


77/2 

0 

29 

10 


26 fcfit 

0 

08 

10 


79 

0 

09 

90 


32 

0 

02 

20 


80 

0 

10 

80 


28 

0 

35 

85 


80 

0 

10 

80 


29 

0 

33 

75 


81 

0 

17 

10 


30 

0 

28 

50 

mifP-fr 

2 59 

1 

06 

52 


50 

0 

26 

10 


2 12 

0 

21 

88 


51 

0 

18 

45 


257 

0 

13 

71 


49 

0 

56 

25 


233 

0 

05 

00 


58 

1 

65 

15 


2 55 

0 

19 

65 


57 

0 

36 

00 


254 

0 

32 

25 


57 

0 

62 

17 


253 

0 

48 

63 


63 

0 

47 

32 


250/1 

0 

29 

52 


99 

0 

65 

55 


249 

0 

22 

48 


100 

0 

15 

60 


248/1 

0 

26 

73 


101 

0 

13 

65 


247 

0 

09 

92 


102 

0 

12 

00 


246 

0 

30 

03 


103 

0 

11 

10 


24 4 

0 

04 

68 


103 

0 

11 

10 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

104 

0 

07 

76 


322 

0 

18 

49 

129 

0 

62 

44 


325 

0 

21 

30 

128 

0 

63 

90 


325 ^6t 

0 

21 

30 

127 

0 

72 

30 


325 

0 

35 

40 

123 

0 

36 

07 


328/1 

0 

16 

80 

122 

0 

54 

01 


327 

0 

52 

40 

121 

0 

17 

19 


333 ^ 

0 

44 

40 

1 19 

0 

10 

79 


333 

0 

27 

30 

1 39 

0 

05 

70 


338 

0 

02 

92 

140 

0 

40 

02 


334 

0 

17 

08 

141 

0 

37 

50 


336 

0 

22 

80 

142 

0 

41 

70 


345 

0 

15. 

60 

143 

0 

09 

00 


346 

0 

19 

50 

144 

0 

15 

60 


347' 

0 

15 

60 

1 46 

0 

66 

60 


348 

0 

55 

80 

1 .SO'fclft 

0 

27 

45 


349 

0 

53 

10 

150 

0 

27 

45 


366 

0 

28 

05 

151^ 

0 

45 

15 


84 

0 

03 

20 

1 52 

0 

80 

25 


62 *Nrt 

0 

30 

00 

1 54 

0 

23 

70 


62 

0 

25 

86 

1 55/2 ^ 

0 

10 

50 


61 

0 

14 

31 

1 5 5/2 

0 

10 

50 


61 

0 

14 

31 

1 56 

0 

22 

64 


61 

0 

28 

83 

157 

0 

01 

84 


59/4 

0 

04 

27 

160 

0 

00 

36 


59/5 

0 

19 

86 

161 

0 

08 

24 


59/6 

0 

28 

86 

1 65 fcft 

0 

67 

05 


59/7 

0 

11 

23 

173^# 

0 

37 

35 


59/8 

0 

00 

60 

175 

0 

14 

04 


54 

0 

45 

30 

1 / 6 

0 

46 

70 


53 

0 

28 

05 

■ltTA>|| ;i | 5 ^ 

0 

14 

04 


43 

0 

63 

30 

3 1 9/ 1 /fc£t 

vl 

14 

22 


44 

0 

11 

25 

318 

0 

28 

98 


37 

0 

26 

55 

3 7 3 fc£l 

0 

24 

75 


36 

0 

28 

65 

17 3 ^«£t 

0 

30 

0(1 
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Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 

New Delhi, the 26th December, 1997 

S.O. 24 .'— Whereas by the notification of 

1 lie Government of India in the Ministry' of 
Peirolcum and Natural Gas No S. 0. 1577 dated 
the 2nd day of June 1997, issued under sub-section 
(I) ul' section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Ai|uisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
I9t,2 (50 of' 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the 
said Ael), the Central Government declared its 
inlennon lo acquire the right of user in the lands 
specified ni the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
lianspdrl of petroleum; 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette 
notification were made available to the public on the 

2 1st day of June, 1997, 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in 
pmsuanec of sub-section (I) of section 6 of the said 
Ai l has made Ins report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after 
considering the said report is satisfied that the right 
of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended lo this notification should be acquired; 

Now , therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act. the Central Government hereby declares that 
flic tight of user in the land specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification are hereby acquired; 

And further, in exercise of the powers 
eonleired by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Ael. the Central Government hereby directs that the 
light of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting 
in (lie Central Government, vest, free from all 
encumbrances, in the Bharat Oman Refinaries 
I .muled. 


Schedule 

iihilni Mull District.Surcndranagar State:Gujarat 

Name of- Survcy/Block _ Area _ 

Village No Hectare AreCcntar 

T 1 ) ' (2)~ (3) (4) ~(5 

Uniiirda 421 0 23 8: 


Hectare AreCcntare 
(3) (4) W 

0 23 85 


( 1 )_ ( 2 ) 

418 Paiki 

417 Paiki 

386 

381 

382 Paiki 

383 

351 

352 
356 

353 
355 
354/1 

332 

333 
330/2 
327 
287 
286 

258 

259 Paiki 

260 

262 Paiki 

262 Paiki 

263 
261 
661/9 
266 Paiki 

Dharmendragadh 131 

128 Paiki 
128 Paiki 
126/1 Paiki 
126/1 Paiki 
74/1 
73/2 


(3) (4) (5) 

0 72 00 

0 60 90 

0 91 39 

0 01 40 

0 19 69 


0 03 

0 00 

0 67 

0 20 

0 23 

0 46 

0 00 

0 12 

0 73 


03 84 

00 98 

67 21 

20 05 

23 62 

46 79 

00 50 

12 31 


0 36 

0 45 

0 33. 

0 41 


0 43 
0 09 


73 32 

36 37 

45 80 

33 15 

41 12 

43 55 


0 00 
0 21 


09 86 

00 50 

21 74 

21 74 


0 09 
0 23 


02 76 
09 38 


0 37 

0 59 

0 40 

0- 41 

0 12 

0 38 

0 34 

0 61 


23 21 
37 05 
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57 

(1) (2) 

• (3) 

(4) 

(5) (0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

81/2 

0 

27 

50 

281/2 

0 

15 

63 

81/2 

0 

42 

70 

281/1 

0 

51 

88 

83 

0 

39 

97 

385/1 Paiki 

0 

00 

60 

86 Paiki 

0 

27 

30 

384/1 Paiki 

0 

88 

50 

87 Paiki 

0 

45 

45 

375 Paiki 

0 

12 

50 

84 

0 

12 

87 

371 

0 

15 

75 

88 Paiki 

0 

39 

48 

23 

0 

79 

52 

98 Paiki 

0 

14 

47 

24 

0 

12 

90 

48 Paiki 

0 

57 

90 

20 

0 

14 

10 

1 iclana 76 

0 

19 

80 

19 

0 

23 

70 

78 Paiki 

0 

16 

35 

18 

0 

34 

05 

78 Paiki 

0 

16 

35 

26 Paiki 

0 

11 

40 

77/1 

0 

08 

40 

26 Paiki 

0 

10 

20 

77/2 

0 

29 

10 

26 Paiki 

0 

35 

00 

79 

0 

09 

90 

26 Paiki 

0 

08 

10 

80 Paiki 

0 

10 

80 

32 

0 

02 

20 ' 

80 Paiki 

0 

10 

80 

28 

0 

35 

85 

81 

0 

17 

10 

29 

0 

33 

75 

Somasar ' 259 

1 

06 

52 

30 

0 

28 

50 

232 

0 

21 

88 

50 

0 

26 

10 

25 7 

0 

13 

71 

51 

0 

18 

45 

233 

0 

05 

00 

49 

0 

56 

25 

255 

0 

19 

65 

58 

1 

65 

15 

254 

0 

32 

25 

57 Paiki 

0 

36 

00 

253 

0 

48 

63 

57 Paiki 

0 

62 

17 

250/1 

0 

29 

52 

63 Paiki 

0 

47 

32 

249 

0 

22 

48 Siddhasar 

99 

0 

65 

55 

248/1 

0 

26 

73 

100 

0 

15 

60 

247 

0 

09 

92 

101 

0 

13 

65 

246 

0 

30 

03 

102 

0 

lz 

00 

244 

0 

04 

68 

103 Paiki 

0 

11 

10 

245 

0 

09 

90 

103 Paiki 

0 

11 

10 

280 Paiki 
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11 

84 

104 Paiki 

0 

07 

76 

279 

0 

23 

87 
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0 

62 
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119 Paiki 
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142 Paiki 
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146 Paiki 
150 Paiki 

150 Paiki 

151 Paiki 
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155/2 Paiki 
155/2 Paiki 
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157 Paiki 
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165 Paiki 
173 Paiki 
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3 IS 
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0 

0 

0 


0 

0 
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63 
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0 

21 

30 

72 

30 
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21 

30 
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07 
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35 
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54 

01 
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0 

16 

80 

17 

19 
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0 

52 

40 

10 

79 
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0 
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05 

70 
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0 

27 

" ( 

40 

02 
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0 

02 

‘ 

37 

50 
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0 

17 

On 

41 

70 


336 

0 

22 


09 

00 


345 

0 

15 


15 

60 


346 

0 

19 

50 

66 

60 


347 

0 

15 

60 

27 

45 


348 

0 

55 

80 

27 

45 


349 Paiki 

0 

53 

10 

45 

15 


366 Paiki 

0 

28 

05 

80 

25 

Navamya 

84 

0 

03 

20 


62 Paiki 

0 

30 

00 

23 

70 


62 Paiki 

0 

25 

86 

10 

50 


61 Paiki 

0 

14 

31 

10 

22 

50 

64 


61 Paiki 
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14 

31 


61 Paiki 

0 

28 

83 

01 

84 


59/4 

0 

04 

27 

00 

36 


59/5 

0 

19 

86 

08 

24 


59/6 

59/7 

0 

28 

86 

67 

05 


0 

11 

23 

37 

35 

59/8 


0 

00 

60 

14 

04 

54 
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45 

30 

46 

70 

53 


0 

28 

05 

14 

04 

43 
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63 

30 

14 

22 

44 
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28 

98 
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29 feWT, 1997 

RTT.OT. 25 : — ^#fR RTR1R 3^ 

srftrar qrryrenyr if 3 rr1r ^ srffcrRiR rr arfo) 

SfftfftRR, 1962(1962 RR 50) (faff 

Jth arft^m.sFfFf 'i*ii ^) ^rnr 3 jm^ki ( 1 ) ^ 

3T*fhT srrtf *£f nf rrr rwr ^ ^ffaRR afrr sn^rcr 
JV^t rbfTcnr arffepEj^rr «^rr ®ft. stt. 1671, Rrfte2 
ap, 1997 CRT ^icWM 3fc tffaFT fcTC; WW 
,f®R5T% & ffRfaRltf 3R 3TftRJSRT ff W 3T3*Jrff $ 
faftfife tjpr if 3Rqk k arttanff ^ a^r ^ 

3TRRT aff RfRRT ^ft ®ff; 

3rff <NMfWd stftRjRRT *£t sftRi ^rrt 5f?t 
cnfhar 5 sgratf, 1997 aft rrw rri $ of «ff; 

3rF SlfaftRR tft RRT 6 3RVTR (l) Ifr 

StjJRRT $ W SnftlRRff ^ TOR Rif 3TR% 

3flT ^F?fk flRRR afrr 3Ri faW <R faRR RR^ 
if> RTRR1RP RTP4H ?f 1 1*11 % fa) 1JR SRfaRJRRT % R1R5T 
3^^ft £f faRRe if 3 rrW ^ st^rtr Rifacr 

^[^ xllftn j 

3RT:, 3RT «F3ftR RCRTR, 3R 
3TfaPfaH RRT 6 3R RRT (l) SRT Sl«W 
RfrPRf RTT ST#T RRcl g^, $R 3T$RJRRT if RrlR 

3T^ff if fcrfSrf^B - »jfir if 3RRfR ^ ST^RRC Slfafa 

RR 3ffT fa ^R RTRTR, 3R5 
3TftftRR RRT 6 RT RRT ( 4 ) 5RT 9RR 

RfrKRf RTF yvl'l <M?) RF Pl<^l <f(fl |r fa 3R) 
*lfr if 3RRfa RFT 3TfaRRC, fa^fR TOR if ft%T 
?ft RRTTR;, Riff fa$RRf ft {fat, RRcf 3TfRH 

ffai ftffa fanfcg ftftfacT?fnn 


ditfleM: f^l<rii: ^1^: 'j'jRid 


RTRRR 

RTR 

^«iFT RSRT / 

131? RiRT 

fa 

fazr. RTt ^R'farit 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

( 4 ) 

(5) 

^l! u i< l i< 

25/^f 

0 

09 

95 

(RTR) 






25/Wf 

0 

09 

95 


25 /Wr 

0 

09 

95 


26/ff^f 

0 

16 

13 


26/iR^ 

0 

16 

12 


21 

0 

56 

70 


20 

0 

56 

25 


19/lteft 

0 

18 

62 


19/lif^f 

0 

18 

63 


12 

0 

32 

40 

URRT 

68 

0 

38 

85 

(RR) 






72/1 

0 

39 

52 


72/2 

0 

39 

53 


73 

0 

48 

00 


74/1 

0 

28 

95 

dHdRRfl 

99 (f€r 

0 

28 

75 


100 

0 

18 

00 


101/1 

0 

76 

50 


101/2 

0 

25 

37 


102/2 

0 

36 

28 


149/1 

0 

13 

80 


146/1 

0 

82 

13 


138 

0 

05 

50 

^RcffRT 

71/1 

0 

45 

83 


71/2 

0 

08 

93 


71/3 

0 

23 

93 


26/2 

0 

27 

60 


3l/lfcff 

0 

67 

20 


33/l^f 

0 

23 

70 


33/2 sr^r 

0 

26 

60 


33/2fc£t 

0 

17 

40 


34/2 

0 

13 

64 

RRTRcTf 

96/^t 

0 

43 

40 


95/^f 

0 

29 

47 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

( 5 ) 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


0 

26 

04 


256/6 

0 

18 

45 

99/1 

0 

33 

09 


23i/2rat 

0 

06 

86 

100 

0 

28 

24 


23i/2rat 

0 

06 

85 

101 

0 

34 

77 


231/irat 

0 

07 

50 

110/2 

0 
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96 


227/1 
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45 

44 
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227/2 rat 
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30 

60 

109/lfcft 
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25 


227/2 rat 

0 

22 

42 

109/1 

0 

30 

00 


226/3 
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34 

59 

8/2 

0 

45 

79 


225/1 
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21 

03 

7 

0 

06 

86 


219/rat 
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22 

60 

6/2 
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00 

85 


211/2 rat 

0 

65 

27 

6/2 rat 

0 

01 

18 


211/2 rat 

0 

28 

50 

14/1 

0 

27 

37 


211/3 

q 

14 

09 

1 4/3 

0 

22 

00 


212/1 

0 

77 

85 

15/1 

0 

25 

80 


208 rat 

0 

30 

19 

15/2 

0 

31 

37 


208 rat 

0 

73 

20 
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0 

02 

00 


208 rat 

0 

15 

90 

16 

0 

18 

75 


208 rat 

0 

45 

72 

16 rat 

0 

76 

51 
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0 

37 

69 

23 

0 

03 

48 


203 rat 

0 

05 

62 

«TRrre 343 

0 

25 

75 
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24 

30 

- 333rat 

0 

19 

20 
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31 

58 
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0 

19 

05 


202 rat 

0 

58 

20 
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01 

47 
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19 
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51 

90 
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19 

00 
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33 

00 
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28 

50 
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0 

38 

11 
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30 
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26 

25 
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08 

78 
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56 
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29 
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50 
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30 
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10 

50 
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20 


168/3 

0 

18 

30 

315/5 

0 

10 

62 


168/4 

0 

34 

80 

252/2 

0 

43 

38 


3/2 rat 

0 

63 

58 

252/1 

0 

32 

70 


5/3 rat 

0 

02 

73 

254/2 rat 

0 

34 

' 01 


11 

0 

31 

05 

254/1 

0 

27 

49 


10/1 

0 

46 

05 

255/2 

0 

35 

52 


43 

0 

20 

40 

256/2 

0 

01 

55 


44/rat 

0 

23 

55 

256/8 rat 

0 

12 

79 ' 


47/1 

0 

91 

80 

256/8 rat 

0 

15 

00 


1 /rat 

0 

05 

45 
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Hi_:_(2 1 _ (3j (4) (5) 



0 

70 

10 

2 

0 

34 

60 

3 

0 

16 

80 

i3/fc£r 

0 

40 

55 

13/toft 

0 

34 

00 

13/tefr 

0 

24 

86 

13/fcfT 

0 

00 

57 

12 

0 

89 

83 

17 

0 

00 

35 

11 

0 

09 

62 


['ST. fr. 3TTT-31015/4/97-3it3TR. II] 


ifr. *ft. 3twTHftrsr 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1997 

/ 

S.O. 25.— Whereas by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry' of Petroleum 
and Natural Gas No S O. 1671 dated the 2nd 
day of June, 1997, issued under sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Aquisitiort of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962); (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), 
the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
Schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipeline for the transport of 
petroleum; 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette 
notification were made available to the public on the 
5th day of July, 1997; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in 
pursuance of sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act has made his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after 
considering the said report is satisfied that the right 
of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise, of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that 
the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification are hereby acquired; 


And further in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting 
in the Central Government, vest, free from all 
encumbrances, in the Bharat Oman Refinaries 
Limited; 

Schedule 


Taluka:Chorila District;Surcndranagar State:Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Block 

No. 

_Area 

Hectare AreCentare 

CD 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Anandpur 

25/Paiki 

0 

09 

95 

(Than) 


25/Paiki 

0 

09 

95 


25/Paiki 

0 

09 

95 


26/Paiki 

0 

16 

13 


26/Paiki 

0 

16 

12 


21 

0 

56 

70 


20 

0 

56 

25 


19/lPaiki 

0 

18 

62 


19/lPaiki 

0 

18 

63 


12 

0 

32 

40 

Rampara 

68 

0 

38 

85 

(Than) 


72/1 

0 

39 

52 


72/2 

0 

39 

53 


73 

0 

48 

00 


74/1 

0 

28 

95 

Lakhamachi 

99 Paiki 

0 

28 

75 


100 

0 

18 

00 


101/1 

0 

76 

50 


101/2 

0 

25 

37 


102/2 
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36 

28 


149/1 

0 

13 

80 
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82 

13 


138 

0 

05 

50 

Devaliya 

71/1 

0 

45 

83 


71/2 

0 

08 

93 


71/3 

0 

23 

93 


26/2 

0 

27- 

60 


31/lPaiki 

0 

67 

20 


33/1 Paiki 

0 

23 

70 


33/2 Paiki 

0 

26 

60 


33/2 Paiki 

0 

17 

40 


34/2 

0 

13 

64 

Rupavati 

96/Paiki 

0 

43 

40 


95/Paiki 

0 

29 

47 


94Paiki 

0 

26 

04 
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33 
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226/3 
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34 
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0 

28 

24 


225/1 

0 

21 
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0 

34 

77 


219/Paiki 
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60 


110/2 

0 

11 
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65 
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12 
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28 

50 
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32 
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09 
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00 
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77 

85 
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30 
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7 

0 
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86 
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73 
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00 
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, 0 

15 
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18 
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45 

72 
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27 

37 
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37 

69 
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0 

22 

00 
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0 
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62 


15/1 

0 
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80 


203 Paiki 

0 

24 

30 


15/2 

0 

31 

37 


203 Paiki 
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31 
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00 


202 Paiki 

0 

58 

20 


16 Paiki 

0 

18 

75 


202/Paiki 

0 

01 

47 


16 Paiki 

0 

76 

51 


201/Paiki 

0 

51 

90 


23 Paiki 

0 

03 

48 


201/Paiki 

0 

33 

00 

Thangadh 

343 

0 

25 

75 


201/Paiki 

0 

38 

11 


333Paiki 

0 

19 

20 


153/2 

0 

26 

25 


333Paiki 

0 

19 

05 

Khakhrawali 

164/1 Paiki 
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56 

55 


333Paiki 

0 

19 

00 
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0 

25 

50 


333Paiki 

0 

19 

00 
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0 

10 

50 
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19 

00 


168/3 
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18 

30 
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0 

28 

50 
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47 
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05 
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10/1 
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46 
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20 
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0 
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40 
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10 

62 


44/Paiki 
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23 

55 
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0 

43 

38 


47/1 

0 

91 

80 
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0 

32 

70 

Ravraru 

1/Paiki 
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05 

45 


254/2 Paiki 

0 

34 

01 


1/Paiki 
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70 

10 


254/1 

0 

27 

49 


2 

0 

34 

60 


255/2 

0 

35 

52 


3 

0 

16 

80 
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0 

01 

55 


13/Paiki 

0 

40 

55 


256/8 Paiki 

0 

12 

79 
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0 

34 

00 


256/8 Paiki 

0 

15 

00 


13/Paiki 

0 

24 

86 


256/6 

0 

18 

45 
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00 

57 
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06 

86 


12 

- 0 

89 

83 
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06 

85 
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0 

00 

35 


231/1 Paiki 

0 

07 

50 


11 

0 

09 
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45 
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’rfftwft. 29f^r, 1997 „ „ ^ 

dl^+l: W MeTT: ^WfTT J5RRT 


lET.OT. 26 :— HRiR to, ^fcMM zfa 

tafto^r wr-cn^ (ijfto to 3qtotoT ^ aiftrent 3 tt apfr) 
arftoftoepr, 1 962( 1 962 ^t so) (fato $flto s«towicr 
sJtb 3^f%rf^nT °bi5l I FTT to) tot VKI 3 tot (1) to 

wtk *rtot tot vtrt srcw: to to^fto'iw sfa yi<jRi« 
tor wr tot 3rftj^RT ireqT stt. 3tt. 1672, cTTtoj 
2 ^TT, 1997 5RT ^fcidH to nftdlH to fcH4, Mi^Mcrti^HI 
ftosito to srat'smef 3W arkrti^Ri to Fcttt to 
ftoftoftoe »jfto to OTtoto to atokcskf to srtor to arato 
3Tfm tot qtw tot eft; 

3rt) rM^ftiu arftorqRRT tot sritorr ^rcit tor 

crrftQ-5^rto, 1997 tot3q^5WS(R^tftosft; 

3tP arf^tom tot vw 6 tot 3RRT (i) to 
3 t^tw to wr snfWtot to to^r rwk tot ftotoz’’ to tot 
to; 

to^tor r°ir 5ftt 3ttt ftortz" r fto^K anto to 
^■did Jr? whi'mh ?t nqT to fto w aift^-n to H^nr 
3^jtor to ftoftoftoe »jfto to ^qtotor to arf^r^rn: an - artoq 
ftoqr srnT ^rftot; 

3TcT:, aw to^ffa *iwt, rs arfaftow tot *w 

6 tot OT RKT (1) SKI USd ^iftotot q>T ytol'l 

W 3TftRj^rr to ttonr ai^tot to ftPiltoe »jftoto3qtotoT 
to arfto?R 3rPtocT s^to tot tow qnto to; 

fto to^k rrtc, 3 rfr arftotornr tot 
mrr 6 tot 3q *ttit ( 4 ) ski ysd ^iftoto an y<JVi »6to 
§rr,' *r? r? ftoton toft to fto rf *jfto to aqtoq 
totofR, to^fto r^r to ftftor totto tot *rto 
ftogtotot to totor *m arton lKi£rttor ftoft&s toftoftor 
toton i 


'lid <?>T dlH 

tofw tow/ 
w tow 

stor 

torer atot 

toRtoant 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

0 «+l 

39/1 

0 

16 

02 


38 

0 

28 

05 


37 totot 

0 

44 

10 


3.5 

0 

44 

40 


16 totot 

0 

22 

05 


15 totot 

0 

37 

50 


14 totot 

0 

16 

20 


14 totot 

0 

33 

30 


13 totot 

0 

41 

40 


12 

0 

45 

08 


11 

0 

08 

00 


138 

0 

01 

26 


236 

0 

25 

69 


235totot 

0 

13 

22 


235 totot 

0 

00 

41 


238 

0 

36 

98 


239 

0 

52 

80 


243 totot 

0 

25 

20 


243 totot 

0 

12 

15 


244 

0 

27 

51 


242 

0 

63 

09 

rfldst 

586/2 

0 

07 

12 


586/4 

0 

01 

37 


586/3 

0 

48 

56 


583 

0 

68 

25 


582 

0 

39 

33 

srto^itotoT 

223 

0 

45 

60 


224 

0 

20 

70 


234 

0 

23 

98 


233 totot 

0 

43 

70 


238 

0 

39 

49 


239 

0 

32 

93 


242 

0 

05 

34 
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0 

63 

90 


275 

0 

14 

40 

248 

0 

48 

45 


272 

0 

54 

89 

253 

0 

39 

15 


158 

0 

04 

50 

267 

0 

17 

70 


158 'Ht 

0 

11 

10 * 

268 

0 

19 

35 


157 

0 

27 

56 

314/^2 

0 

22 

80 


156 

0 

12 

65 

3]4/*h£tl 

0 

17 

85 


155 

0 

00 

42 

312fcfr 

0 

07 

44 


159 

0 

08 

55 

313 

0 

64 

95 


160 

0 

11 

40 

323 

0 

60 

30 


161 

0 

19 

80 

325 

0 

14 

10 


162 

0 

31 

40 

325 

0 

33 

30 


167 

0 

00 

10 

325 

0 

19 

20 


168 

0 

03 

29 

332 

0 

67 

65 


169 

0 

08 

96 

331 

0 

74 

70 


170 

0 

24 

30 

nePTmT 296 ^t 

0 

17 

00 


172 

0 

00 

12 

296 

0 

17 

00 


171 

0 

25 

65 

296 

0 

17 

00 


174 

0 

15 

00 

297 

0 

18 

00 


175 

0 

14 

70 

298 

0 

15 

32 


176 

0 

45 

15 

292 

0 

00 

20 


177 

0 

39 

12 

299 

0 

17 

16 


35 

0 

02 

20 

289 

0 

46 

85 


34 

0 

18 

45 

300 

0 

05 

93 


33 

0 

08 

85 

302 

0 

00 

65 


32 

0 

09 

45 

288 

0 

17 

85 


31 

0 

14 

70 

287 

0 

15 

45 


6 ^ 

0 

21 

15 

286 

0 

15 

90 


7 

0 

24 

30 

285 INft 

0 

08 

40 


8 

0 

41 

20 

285 

0 

08 

40 


9 

0 

06 

93 

284 

0 

38 

15 


1227 

0 

32 

80 

283 

0 

24 

45 


1 228 

0 

35 

10 

282 

0 

15 

30 


1 233/teftl 

0 

13 

95 

281 

0 

13 

80 


1229 

0 

10 

05 

280 

0 

37 

65 


1230 

0 

16 

80 

279 

0 

14 

55 


1187 

0 

32 

10 

278 

0 

19 

02 


1188 

0 

25 

65 

278 fcfr 

0 

19 

03 


1171 

0 

02 

96 

277 

0 

10 

80 


1169 

0 

27 

47 

276 

0 

10 

05 


1172 

0 

oi 

40 





VFTlI--5*s3(ii)] 


UTO W Tnm : ■JHUfl 3, 199S/4W 13, 1919 




1 167 
1 170 
1160 . 
1161 
1162 
1118 
1122 

1119 

1120 
1116 Wt 
1102 
1101 
1100 

1 103 Wt 

11 03 Wt 

1098 Wt 

1097 

1096 

1095 

1091 

1090 

1089 

1086 

1085 

1082 

174 

173 

172 

170 

169 

168 

165 

164 Wit 
164 Wt 
159 Wt 
158 
157 

1 56 Wit 
87 
86 


0 33 

00 


88 Wit 

0 22 

50 

0 26 

85 


88 Wit 

0 23 

70 

0 22 

80 


65 

0 41 

64 

0 27 

25 


64 Wit 

0 78 

82 

0 18 

00 


63 Wt 

0 05 

21 

0 32 

40 


63 Wit 

0 05 

06 

0 04 

83 

3TTC3PJT 

258/1/1 

0 12 

30 

0 34 

27 


258/1/2 

0 13 

20 

0 08 

10 


257 

0 23 

40 

0 00 

57 


255 

0 25 

50 

0 51 

36 


254 

0 58 

80 

0 12 

90 


212/1 

0 41 

70 

0 45 

12 


214 

0 27 

60 

0 09 

66 


216 Wt 

0 32 

10 

0 12 

30 


217/2 

0 25 

20 

0 30 

75 


217/4 

0 20 

40 

0 09 

15 


191/1 Wt 

1 12 

35 

0 13 

80 


147 Wit 

0 64 

05 

0 19 

20 


148/1 

0 08 

40 

0 15 

30 


149 

0 16 

80 

0 14 

55 


150 

0 37 

80 

0 27 

45 


152 Wt 

0 00 

36 

0 12 

32 


152 Wit 

0 00 

76 

0 10 

66 

3)7 lO 4 !! 

338 

0 98 

53 

0 04 

75 


339 

0 72 

60 

0 11 

52 


305 

0 00 

63 

0 10 

40 


304 

0 26 

53 

0 17 

00 


303/Wit 

0 21 

60 

0 10 

50 


303/Wt 

0 39 

60 

0 07 

20 


303/Wt 

0 42 

00 

0 07 

50 


302/1 Wt 

0 49 

27 

0 31 

50 


299 

0 59 

05 

0 33 

60 


298 Wt 

0 30 

00 

0 31 

50 


298 Wt 

0 21 

30 

0 33 

90 


184 Wt 

0 28 

05 

0 07 

80 


185 Wt 

0 30 

90 

0 13 

35 


187 Wt 

0 35 

40 

0 50 

70 


189 

0 66 

12 

0 44 

07 


176 Wt 

0 24 

15 

0 29 

46 


190 Wt 

0 00 

90 


3236 GI/97—9 
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ID_(2}_ (3) (4) (3) (1) (2) _ (3) (4) (5) 


175 Wit 

0 

23 

40 


44 

0 

03 

50 

174 

0 

23 

40 


43/4 

0 

08 

54 

173/2 

0 

21 

90 


43/5 

0 

26 

10 

172 

0 

21 

75 


73/1 tftfr 

0 

39 

90 

171 

0 

21 

90 


74 

0 

32 

16 

170 

0 

10 

50 


79 Wr 

0 

24 

01 

169 

0 

12 

00 


79 WV 

0 

24 

01 

168 

0 

31 

95 


75/2 

0 

18 

98 

165 

0 

23 

25 


78/2 

0 

10 

61 

164 

0 

07 

95 


76 

0 

04 

79 

164*htft 

0 

07 

95 


77 

0 

09 

58 

164 Q«6) 

0 

07 

95 


78/1 

0 

23 

03 

162^ 

0 

22 

20 


65/2 

0 

41 

28 

163 *N5t 

0 

23 

70 


65/1 

0 

00 

10 

161 

0 

23 

10 


90/2 

0 

30 

75 

160tafr 

0 

19 

20 


91/1 

0 

42 

00 

152 

0 

45 

15 


91/2 

0 

01 

40 

151 Wt 

1 

06 

65 


89/1 

0 

00 

93 

2>iFTT®r 288 

0 

48 

57 


92 

0 

27 

00 

286 

0 

02 

20 


93/1 

0 

29 

33 

287 

0 

16 

50 


93/2 

0 

04 

37 

293 

0 

17 

25 


134/1 

0 

08 

70 

292 

0 

16 

50 


104 

0 

36 

60 

290/1 

0 

32 

55 


103 

0 

37 

85 

300 

0 

26 

10 


103 

0 

01 

00 

301 

0 

24 

90 

qmtfWrr 

1774 

0 

27 

75 

302/1 

0 

36 

15 


1773 

0 

23 

40 

302/2 

0 

46 

92 


1772 

0 

41 

40 

11 

0 

35 

72 


1771 Wr 

0 

14 

10 

22 

0 

20 

70 


1770 

0 

22 

35 

24 

0 

72 

96 


1769 

0 

30 

60 

9/1 

0 

43 

35 


1768 

0 

28 

80 

41 /1 

0 

24 

83 


1766 

0 

00 

16 

41 / 2 

0 

05 

22 

poster 

731 

0 

63 

00 

41/3 

0 

23 

21 


734 

0 

02 

01 

40 

0 

22 

40 


732/2 

0 

00 

1.0 

41/4 

0 

09 

75 


733 

0 

52 

95 

45/2 

0 

26 

85 


736 

0 

75 

83 

43/3 

0 

14 

73 


737 

0 

22 

89 

45/1 

0 

06 

93 


744 Wit 

0 

11 

50 
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67 


744 toft 

0 

13 

43 


1199 

0 

01 

30 

738 

0 

13 

62 


1163 

0 

68 

50 

742 

0 

04 

05 


1164 

0 

14 

68 

743 

0 

22 

43 


1 165 

0 

06 

23 

778/2 

0 

75 

30 


1158 

0 

65 

88 

82$ 

0 

45 

45 


1157 

0 

10 

54 

824 

0 

55 

39 


1156 

0 

28 

65 

825/1 

0 

33 

35 


1152 

0 

15 

90 

825/2 

0 

33 

36 


1153 

0 

15 

75 

918/1 Wr 

0 

43 

05 


1147/tofit2 

0 

33 

60 

917 

0 

28 

35 


1142 

0 

61 

05 

916 

0 

25 

65 


115 

0 

68 

55 

915 

0 

23 

14 


116 

0 

47 

25 

914 

0 

01 

88 


117 

0 

00 

45 

913 

0 

44 

65 


130 

0 

00 

81 

964 

0 

46 

82 


131 

0 

61 

50 

970 

0 

14 

97 


132 

0 

60 

60 

971 

0 

43 

10 


137 

0 

62 

25 

969 

0 

02 

91 


138 

0 

27 

15 

973 

0 

01 

50 


139 

0 

37 

35 

978/1 

0 

46 

95 


148 

0 

65 

40 

* 1027/Wtl 

0 

06 

92 


149 

0 

61 

80 

1027/Wt2 

0 

52 

62 


156 

0 

41 

40 

1028 

0 

39 

75 


155 

0 

18 

75 

1026 

0 

15 

21 


158 

0 

70 

20 

1051 

0 

20 

25 


163 

0 

55 

20 

1929 

0 

15 

15 


167 

0 

07 

48 

1054 

0 

24 

30 


166 

0 

52 

10 

1240 

0 

38 

40 


169 

0 

01 

30 

1239 

0 

30 

30 


168 

0 

63 

00 

1238 

0 

04 

08 


171 

0 

63 

00 

1237 

1 

33 

89 


173 

0 

59 

88 

1235 

0 

47 

70 


174/1 Wr 

0 

00 

72 

1233 

0 

22 

80 

amiiaft 

91 

0 

32 

10 

1203 

0 

11 

85 


88 

0 

45 

60 

1202 

0 

09 

60 


86 

0 

43 

80 

1201 

0 

27 

90 


[vr. *rrc-3loi5/5/97-*ftarc. II] 

1200 ^ 

0 

07 

38 




1200 Wt 
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16 

50 
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00 
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New Delhi, the 29th December, 1997 


S.0. 26 .— Whereas by the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas No. S. O. 1672 
dated the 2nd June, 1997, issued under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Aquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act), the Centra] 
Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the 
Schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipeline for the transport of 
petroleum, 

And whereas, the copies of the said 
gazette notification were made available to the 
public on the 5th day of July, 1997; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority 
in pursuance of sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the said Act has made his report to the Central 
Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government 
after considering the said report is satisfied that 
the right of user in the lands specified in the 
Schedule appended to this notification should 
be acquired, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the 
powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government 
hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this 
notification are hereby acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said lands 
shall instead of vesting in the Central 
Government, vest, free from all encumbrances, 
in the Bharat Oman Refinaries Limited; 


Schedule 


TalukaLimbdi District:Surendranagar State:Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Block 

No, 

Area 

Hectare Are Centare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Raska 

39/1 

0 

16 

02 


38 

0 

28 

05 


37 Paiki 

0 

44 

10 


35 

0 

44 

40 


16 Paiki 

0 

22 

05 


15 Paiki 

0 

37 

50 


14 Paiki 

0 

16 

20 


14 Paiki 

0 

33 

30 


13 Paiki 

0 

41 

40 


12 

0 

45 

08 


11 

0 

08 

00 


138 

0 

01 

26 


236 

0 

25 

69 


235 Paiki 

0 

13 

22 


235 Paiki 

0 

00 

41 


238 

0 

36 

98 


239 

0 

52 

80 


243 Paiki 

0 

25 

20 


243 Paiki 

0 

12 

15 


244 

0 

27 

51 


242 

0 

63 

09 

Limbdi 

586/2 

0 

07 

12 


586/4 

0 

01 

37 


586/3 

0 

48 

56 


583 

0 

68 

25 


582 

0 

39 

33 

Ankewalia 

223 

0 

45 

60 


224 

0 

20 

70 


234 

0 

23 

98 


233 Paiki 

0 

43 

70 


238 

0 

39 

49 


239 

0 

32 

93 


242 

0 

05 

34 


243 Paiki 

0 

63 

90 


248 

0 

48 

45 
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( 1 ) 


Bhalgamda 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) (1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

253 

0 

39 

15 

272 

0 

54 

89 

267 

0 

17 

70 

158 Paiki 

0 

04 

50 

268 

0 

19 

35 

158 Paiki 

0 

11 

10 

314/Paiki2 

0 

22 

80 

157 

0 

27 

56 

314/Paiki 1 

0 

17 

85 

156 

0 

12 

65 

312 Paiki 

0 

07 

44 

155 

0 

00 

42 

313 

0 

64 

95 

159 

0 

08 

55 

323 

0 

60 

30 

160 

0 

11 

40 

325 Paiki 

0 

14 

10 

161 

0 

19 

80 

325 Paiki 

0 

* 33 

30 

162 

0 

31 

40 

325 Paiki 

0 

19 

20 

167 

0 

00 

10 

332 

0 

67 

65 

168 

0 

03 

29 

331 Paiki 

0 

74 

70 

169 

0 

08 

96 

296 Paiki 

0 

17 

00 

170 

0 

24 

30 

296 Paiki 

0 

17 

00 

172 

0 

00 

12 

296 Paiki 

0 

17 

00 

171 

0 

25 

65 

297 

0 

18 

00 

174 

0 

15 

00 

298 

0 

15 

32 

175 

0 

14 

70 

292 

0 

00 

20 

176 

0 

45 

15 

299 

0 

17 

16 

177 

0 

39 

12 

289 

0 

46 

85 

35 

0 

02 

20 

300 

0 

05 

93 

34 

0 

18 

45 

302 

0 

00 

65 

33 

0 

08 

85 

288 

0 

17 

85 

32 

0 

09 

45 

287 

0 

15 

45 

31 

0 

14 

70 

286 

0 

15 

90 

6 Paiki 

0 

21 

15 

285 Paiki 

0 

08 

40 

7 

0 

24 

30 

285 Paiki 

0 

08 

40 

8 

0 

41 

20 

284 

0 

38 

15 

9 

0 

06 

93 

283 

0 

24 

45 

1227 

0 

32 

80 

282 

0 

15 

30 

1228 

0 

35 

10 

281 

0 

13 

80 

1233/Paikil 

0 

13 

95 

280 

0 

37 

65 

1229 

0 

10 

05 

279 

0 

14 

55 

1230 

0 

16 

80 

278 Paiki 

0 

19 

02 

1187 

0 

32 

10 

278 Paiki 

0 

19 

03 

1188 

0 

25 

65 

277 

0 

10 

80 

1171 

0 

02 

96 

276 

0 

10 

05 

1169 

0 

27 

47 


275 


1172 0 01 40 


14 40 
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0 ) 


Chorania 


JL 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1167 

0 

33 

00 


86 

0 

29 

46 

1170 

0 

26 

85 


88 Paiki 

0 

22 

50 

1160 

0 

22 

80 


88 Paiki 

0 

23 

70 

1161 

0 

27 

25 


65 

0 

41 

64 

1162 

0 

18 

00 


64 Paiki 

0 

78 

82 

1118 

0 

32 

40 


63 Paiki 

0 

05 

21 

1122 

0 

04 

83 


63 Paiki 

0 

05 

06 

1119 

0 

34 

27 

Jakhan 

258/1/1 

0 

12 

30 

1120 

0 

08 

10 


258/1/2 

0 

13 

20 

1116 Paiki 

0 

00 

57 


257 

0 

23 

40 

1102 

0 

51 

36 


255 

0 

25 

50 

1101 

0 

12 

90 


254 

0 

58 

80 

1100 

0 

45 

12 


212/1 

0 

41 

70 

1103 Paiki 

0 

09 

66 


214 

0 

27 

60 

1103 Paiki 

0 

12 

30 


216 Paiki 

0 

32 

10 

1098 Paiki 

0 

30 

75 


217/2 

0 

25 

20 

1097 

0 

09 

15 


217/4 

0 

20 

40 

1096 

0 

13 

80 


191/1 Paiki 

1 

12 

35 

1095 

0 

19 

20 


147 Paiki 

0 

64 

05 

1091 

0 

15 

30 


148/1 

0 

08 

40 

1090 

0 

14 

55 


149 

0 

16 

80 

1089 

0 

27 

45 


150 

0 

37 

80 

1086 

0 

12 

32 


152 Paiki 

0 

00 

36 

1085 

0 

10 

66 


152 Paiki 

0 

00 

76 

1082 

0 

04 

75 

Katariya 

338 

0 

98 

53 

174 

0 

11 

52 


339 

0 

72 

60 

173 

0 

10 

40 


305 

0 

00 

63 

172 

0 

17 

00 


304 

0 

26 

53 

170 

0 

10 

50 


303/Paiki 

0 

21 

60 

169 

0 

07 

20 


303/Paiki 

0 

39 

60 

168 

0 

07 

50 


303/Paiki 

0 

42 

00 

165 

0 

31 

50 


302/1 Paiki 

0 

49 

27 

164 Paiki 

0 

33 

60 


299 

0 

59 

05 

164 Paiki 

0 

31 

50 


298 Paiki 

0 

30 

00 

159 Paiki 

0 

33 

90 


298 Paiki 

0 

21 

30 

158 

0 

07 

80 


184 Paiki 

0 

28 

05 

157 

0 

13 

35 


185 Paiki 

0 

30 

90 

156 Paiki 

0 

50 

70 


187 Paiki 

0 

35 

40 

87 

0 

44 

07 


189 

0 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

176 Paiki 

0 

24 

15 


43/3 

0 

14 

73 

190 Paiki 

0 

00 

90 


45/1 

0 

06 

93 

175 Paiki 

0 

23 

40 


44 

0 

03 

50 

174 Paiki 

0 

23 

40 


43/4 

0 

08 

54 

173/2 

0 

21 

90 


43/5 

0 

26 

10 

172 

0 

21 

75 


73/1 Paiki 

0 

39 

90 

171 Paiki 

0 

21 

90 


74 

0 

32 

16 

170 

0 

10 

50 


79 Paiki 

0 

24 

01 

169 

0 

12 

00 


79 Paiki 

0 

24 

01 

168 Paiki 

0 

31 

95 


75/2 

0 

18 

98 

165 

0 

23 

25 


78/2 

0 

10 

61 

164 Paiki 

0 

07 

95 


76 

0 

04 

79 

164 Paiki 

0 

07 

95 


77 

0 

09 

58 

164 Paiki 

0 

07 

95 


78/1 

0 

23 

03 

162 Paiki 

0 

22 

20 


65/2 

0 

41 

28 

163 Paiki 

0 

23 

70 


65/1 

0 

00 

10 

161 Paiki 

0 

23 

10 


90/2 

0 

30 

75 

160 Paiki 

0 

19 

20 


91/1 

0 

42 

00 

152 

0 

45 

15 


91/2 

0 

01 

40 

151 Paiki 

1 

06 

65 


89/1 

0 

00 

93 

288 Paiki 

0 

48 

57 


92 

0 

27 

00 

286 

0 

02 

20 


93/1 

0 

29 

33 

287 

0 

16 

50 


93/2 

0 

04 

37 

293 

0 

17 

25 


134/1 

0 

08 

70 

292 

0 

16 

50 


104 

0 

36 

60 
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New Delhi, the 29th December, 1997 


S.O. 27.— Whereas by the notification of the 
Government of India in die Ministry of Petroleum 
and Natural Gas No. S. O. 1488 dated the 13th 
April 1997, issued under sub-section (1) of section 
3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Aquisipon of Right cf User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), 
the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
Schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipeline for the transport of 
petroleum; 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette 
notification were made available to the public on 
the 7th day of June, 1997; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in 
pursuance of sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act has made his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after 
considering die said report is satisfied that the right 
of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that 
the right of user in the land specified in the 
Schedule appended to this notification are hereby 
acquired; 

And further, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from 
all encumbrances, in the Bharat Oman Rcfinaries 
Limited; 


Schedule 


Taluka:Wadhwan District.Surendranagar State.Gujarat 
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New Delhi, the 30th December, 1997 


S O. 28. Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is 
necessary in the public interest that for the transport of petroleum 
products from Refinery of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 
Mahul, Mumbai to Manmad in the State of Maharashtra, pipelines 
should be laid by the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited ; 

And, whereas that for the purpose of laying such pipeline it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in land described in the Schedule annexed to 
this notification; 

Now, therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land ) Act 1962, ( 50 of 1962) the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may 
within twenty one days from date on which the copies of this notification 
as published in the Gazette Of India are made available to the general 
public to object in writing to the acquisition of right of user therein for 
laying of the pipelines under the land to Shri T.K. Bagul, Competent 
Authority, Mumbai-Manmad Pipeline Project, Bharat Petroleum 
Corporation Ltd, 9-13, Vasant Market, Canada Corner, Nasik - 422 002 
(Maharashtra). 


.schedule 


District: Nasik. State : Maharashtra. 
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698 

502 

503 
500 
80/6 
143 
140 
484/1 
278 


[5) 


00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

50 

00 

00 

40 

00 

50 

00 

55 

00 

00 

00 

50 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

■ (4) 

(5) 

Khangaon Thadi 

251 

0 

30 

00 


254 

0 

87 

00 


248 

0 

10 

00 


247 

0 

13 

00 


163/1 

0 

25 

00 


163/2 

0 

02 

00 


173 

0 

37 

00 


220 

0 

27 

00 


162 

1 

50 

00 


253 

0 

04 

00 


160 

0 

17 

30 


221 

0 

35 

00 

Tarukhedle 

389 

0 

05 

30 


385 

0 

00 

76 


306 

0 

08 

00 

Mhalsakore 

451 

0 

04 

00 


660/2 

0 

01 

00 


592/2 

0 

09 

00 


507 

0 

00 

50 


486 

0 

16 

00 


482 

0 

14 

00 


449 

0 

07 

00 


446 

0 

72 

00 


139 

0 

26 

00 


46 

0 

07 

00 


44 

0 

01 

00 


33 

0 

11 

00 


168 

0 

05 

00 


170 

0 

01 

00 


179 

0 

05 

00 


447 

0 

13 

00 


109 

0 

04 

50 


653 

0 

15 

00 


650/1 

0 

24 

00 


596 

0 

14 

00 


580/1 

0 

25 

00 


506 

0 

01 

00 


504 

0 

06 

00 


481 

0 

10 

00 


448 

0 

58 

00 

Aurangpur 

226 

0 

68 

00 

Mahajanpur 

55/5 

0 

10 

38 


55/4 

0 

25 

00 


56/3 

0 

02 

00 


99 

0 

72 

00 


103 

0 

45 

00 


_ n_ , 

0 

23 

00 
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ID_S2i_ (3)- W (5) 


Tahsil: Sinnar 
Hiwargaon 


Patpimpri 


93 

0 

69 

00 

109 

0 

03 

00 

57 

0 

01 

00 

59 

0 

25 

00 

64 

0 

03 

00 

65 

0 

01 

00 

94/1 

0 

30 

00 


76/2 

0 

00 

41 

68 

0 

01 

14 

65 

0 

00 

84 

64 

0 

07 

65 

63/3 

0 

06 

75 

53 

0 

01 

13 

34/6 

0 

05 

32 

34/5 

0 

01 

56 

34/8 

0 

25 

87 

34/9 

0 

28 

52 

34/10 

0 

12 

82 

80 

0 

20 

00 

79 

0 

22 

00 

71 

0 

12 

00 

72/8 

0 

32 

00 

63/5 

0 

10 

00 

39 

0 

06 

00 

42 

0 

02 

00 

44 

0 

04 

00 

43 

0 

03 

00 

606 

0 

07 

00 

605 

0 

02 

00 

602 

0 

27 

00 

601 

0 

10 

00 

600 

0 

09 

00 

598/1 

0 

01 

00 

833/2 

0 

16 

00 

833/1 

0 

19 

00 

28 

0 

04 

00 

31/2 

0 

10 

00 

34 

0 

02 

00 

35. 

0 

01 

00 

37 

0 

02 

00 

625/1 

0 

15 

00 

626/1 

0 

02 

00 

626/2 

0 

03 

50 

623/2 

0 

06 

00 

623/1 

0 

07 

00 

628 

0 

03 

00 

618 

0 

05 

00 

573 

0 

04 

00 
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ID_121_ (3) _ (4) _(5 } 


Baragon Fimpri 


570 

0 

04 

00 

571 

0 

08 

10 

639 

0 

04 

00 

661/4 

0 

12 

00 

673/2 

0 

06 

00 

731 

0 

23 

00 

732/3 

0 

06 

50 

732/4 

0 

06 

50 

732/1 

0 

09 

00 

730 

0 

02 

00 

728 

0 

14 

00 

723 

0 

16 

00 

722 

0 

02 

00 

712/3 

0 

03 

00 

798 

0 

02 

00 

802 

0 

00 

50 

803 

0 

06 

00 

804 

0 

04 

00 

805 

0 

08 

00 

806 

0 

07 

00 

807 

0 

02 

00 

814 

0 

00 

50 

812 

0 

03 

00 

811 

0 

06 

00 

848 

0 

02 

00 

851 

0 

10 

00 

877 

0 

04 

00 

878 

0 

02 

00 

879 

0 

02 

00 

880 

0 

00 

45 

881 

0 

06 

00 

894 

0 

54 

00 

900/2 

0 

10 

vOO 

900/1 

0 

08 

00 

899/3 

0 

07 

00 

618 

0 

10 

60 

886 

0 

01 

00 

883 

0 

03 

00 

869 

0 

14 

00 

865 

0 

04 

00 

857 

0 

51 

00 

829 

0 

37 

00 

830 

0 

27 

00 

831 

0 

24 

00 

834 

0 

33 

00 

57 

0 

10 

00 

36 

0 

28 

23 

40 

0 

23 

92 

16 

0 

49 

00 

13/2 

0 

25 

00 


Maparwadi 
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JL 


ii) 


( 2 ) 


J22_ {*LJSL 


Sinnar 


Paste 


Jamgaon 


892/A/1/10 

0 

36 

00 

908/A+B/l 

0 

30 

80 

905(1186) 

0 

03 

00 

918 

0 

13 

00 

938/4 

0 

06 

50 

939(1202)/1 

0 

04 

00 

558 

0 

02 

40 

547 

0 

01 

52 

646 

0 

22 

43 

580 

0 

03 

81 

452/1 

0 

14 

55 

445 

0 

10 

80 

413 

0 

13 

20 

434 

0 

02 

00 

433 

0 

12 

00 

400 

0 

15 

00 

387 

0 

18 

78 

398 

0 

28 

50 

396 

0 

23 

40 

557 

0 

05 

00 

659/3 

0 

09 

00 

414 

0 

28 

50 


68 

0 

00 

54 

71 

0 

02 

66 

72 

0 

00 

53 

83 

0 

27 

26 

82 

0 

09 

90 

81 

0 

01 

15 

132 

0 

01 

74 

135 

0 

09 

79 

156 

0 

19 

36 

158 

0 

02 

45 

159 

0 

09 

13 

162 

0 

06 

15 

179 

0 

22 

50 

180 

0 

42 

00 

184 

0 

02 

32 

195 

0 

07 

00 

201 

0 

04 

99 

199 

0 

19 

20 

202 

0 

07 

05 

206 

0 

01 

00 

208 

0 

11 

07 

226 

0 

28 

20 

227 

0 

45 

00 


Chandrapur 


104 


0 


16 36 





Ghorwad 



115 

0 

20 

47 

lie 

1 

54 

80 

110 

0 

00 

36 

36 

0 

36 

45 

37 

0 

00 

83 

42 

0 

06 

42 

22/3 

0 

23 

55 

21 

0 

02 

56 

18 

0 

03 

03 

364 

0 

10 

42 

366 

0 

06 

90 

367 

0 

06 

30 

368 

0 

06 

60 

369 

0 

01 

67 

370 A 

0 

10 

80 

361 

0 

00 

50 

378 

0 

25 

50 

379 

0 

14 

40 

358/B 

0 

05 

47 

380 

0 

02 

42 

358/A 

0 

01 

70 

383 

0 

02 

45 

384 

0 

09 

91 

385 

0 

02 

09. 

386 

0 

01 

20 

338 

0 

13 

68 

388 

0 

01 

72 

390 

0 

00 

60 

392 

0 

04 

65 

442 

0 

09 

90 

443 

0 

05 

28 

444 

0 

01 

62 

450/2 

0 

01 

65 

109 

0 

02 

73 

106 

0 

15 

30 

459 

0 

09 

50 

449 

0 

01 

12 

204 

0 

07 

20 

205 

0 

06 

29 

208 

0 

13 

00 

209 

0 

14 

00 

212 

0 

04 

25 

426 

0 

22 

00 

432 

0 

13 

00 

435 

0 

12 

00 

438 

0 

02 

00 

445 

0 

01 

00 

444 

0 

14 

30 

447 

0 

92 

00 


450 0 32 


Pandhurli 
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-_m_ 

_(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


449 

0 

26 

00 


448 

0 

07 

50 


424 

0 

20 

00 

Sawatamali Nagar 

141 

0 

94 

■40 


154 

0 

51 

72 


163 

0 

07 

13 


161 

0 

31 

66 


160 

0 

26 

58 


169 

0 

04 

16 


106 

0 

29 

40 


104 

0 

19 

00 

Borkhind 

126 

0 

17 

00 


125 

0 

01 

00 

Agaskhind 

152/2 

0 

12 

00 


152/4 

0 

05 

00 


152/5 

0 

10 

00 


162/8 

0 

33 

00 


152/6 

0 

24 

00 


152/9 

0 

59 

00 


210 

0 

10 

50 


293 

0 

10 

00 


173 

0 

38 

75 


172 

0 

23 

00 


262 

0 

29 

36 


261 

0 

11 

42 

Belu 

349 

0 

18 

15 


375 

0 

06 

75 


373 

0 

05 

00 


372 

0 

11 

30 


368 

0 

18 

15 


371 

0 

69 

00 


350 

0 

05 

12 


348 

0 

07 

80 


Tahsil Nandgaon 




Anakwade 

14/2/1 

0 

32 40 


(File No* R-31015/19/97-OR.II) 
K.C. Katoch, Under Secretary 
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[■^JK-Tf_i(H-]L). . . .... 3, IHnS/'nW 13 I n‘» rt " ' r 

HlTtR 


qifosft, lsfePFSfT, 19y7 


*ft.?tt. 29.—vtfa % fa^fa-farr fcm-r % fpt-II 3 ^^(ii) »r sft^ stt^Ptt 

uf *f5rr"iif ttftt tF4TF. % ^ostF nwt/fe'w A O^rfF^rr wf fotfT rlt fpN ('nfait ft-tw ■ % srftwF 

•FT tDFl) wfafaTR, 1 &C2 ( 1 962 FT 50) Ft cl FT fi Ft F'TrJFT (l) F tTTT-fa T^riffR wN^PTf ^T 

f^T HTF ftt'NW, cTS[#3 U/Tb ftpTT Uu( 4" TRW % s ft Ft f'-TFTTO'F FIT r fl7 I ■ 


-JTsn^/frn'RT 

4T( o ?ft o /fctTF ■ 


FFFTt % 5t-\FF 



facn WTOF % 7T6/TF TIT TITO 



?T 

^fcj’ O 

STTTFT to 
it 

04-11-9 5 

2900/2 0-10-9 5 

2 

392 

0 . 

5940 

392 

0. 

4 500 




*— 


— 

39 3 

0 . 

1350 



3 

398/ 2 

0 . 

7632 

398/ 2 

0 . 

0 78 0 




— 


— 

3 9 8, 3 

0 . 

3 8 80 



6 

238 

0 . 

0189 

23 8 

0. 

.3020 



8 

234/1/2 

0. 

.1701 

234/1,2 

0 

.2700 



9 

2 34,2 

0 

.0567 

— 


— 

27-01-96 

2 5 5/ 1 5-01-96 

1 

H 2 

0 . 

2700 

6 6, 2 

0 

. 3740 




(S H/ 3 

0. 

3467 

6 fij 3 

0 

. 2600 

24-02-96 

53 3/09-02-96 

7 

401/1(2 

0 

.0028 

— 


— 




401/2 

0 . 

1700 

4 0 1 / 2 

0 

.232 6 



11 

403/1 

0. 

0600 

— 


— 




4 0 3/2 

0 . 

0372 

— 


— 


[*WT U,F- 14 016/8/95 Tfi'otfto] 
sniutnron^o sptpt, 

CORRIGENDUM 


New Delhi, ihc 19th December, 1997 

S.O. 29.—Notification in the Gazette of India Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. No./Date 
mentioned below in column no. I published on date mentioned below in column no. 2 under sub section (1) of section 
6 of the petroleum and Mineral Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962) ih respect 
of village Singwasa, Tehsil Guna, District Guna be read as follows ;— 


S.O.No./Date 

Date of 


As per Gazette 


Be read as corrected 

Gazette 



Below 




S.No. 

Survey No. 

Area in 

Survey No, 

Area 





Meet. 


in Hect. 

T~ 

2 ~ ” 


— -j- 


4 


2900/20-10-95 

04-11-95 

D 

392 

0.5940 

392 

0.4500 




— 

— 

393 

0.1350 



3 

398/2 

0.7632 

398/2 

0.0780 




— 

— 

398/3 

0.3880 



6 

238 

0.0189 

238 

0,3020 



8 

234/1/2 

0.1701 

234/1/2 

0.2700 



9 

234/2 

0.0567 

— 

— 

255/15-01-96 

27-01-96 

1 

66/2 

0.2700 

66/2 

0.3740 




66/3 

0.3467 

66/3 

0,2600 

533/09-02-96 

24-02-96 

7 

401/1/2 

0.0028 

— 

— 




401/2 

0.1700 

401/2 

0.2326 



11 

403/1 

0.0600 

— 

_ 




403/2 

0.0372 

— . 

— 


[No. L-14016/8/95 G.P.] 
l.S.N. PRASAD, Dy. Secy. 
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tfsffcFT 

leferr^-, 1997 

•pt.ft. 30 .—wrer % otj ftr^rtr 13 - 06-95 % wpt-II trs -3 ^'Tsr»i-(ii) it ’fcjifrFiw wir sr-rfa^ % 
*rwm, «msr tranr % qrj.wr. t(wt sis(«r) fcrto 02 - 06-95 it J^)fJpT*T TfVr ^arf^r^r qrfq-* tt£t (^fa it tJWPT 

tsrftPFn; qTT Wfa) wTsrf^W, 1962 ( 1962 tfiT 50) 3?t STTCT 6 ipt ^T-STO ( 1 ) % wfa 7mf?Rr TTftr«(wr( 

# fa itft jffiVfrR, oritffar ^fansT, f^r^rr ftmfr % mi Jr eft, fa^rrwrr wt ^rrr 1 

ttot? % wjak fa^r ^fwfttr^r % wjmt tot srfa 

tfatrwr wa^l; Jr TOtfarT wsw?r ft. Jr 


50 49 0.4300 46 0.0250 

51 47 0.0250 47 0.4300 

[tfaTT trff- 14016/8/95 <5fV . 'ft . ] 

wrf.tFT.tT9r hato, 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 19th December, 1997 

S.O. 30 .—In the Gazette of India Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O.No. 518 (E) dated 2-6-95 
published on 13-06-95 under sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum and Mineral Pipeline*! Acquisition of 
Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) in respect of village Budadongcr, Tehsil Kolaias, District 
Shivpuri be read as follows: 

As per Gazette Be road as Corrected be ow 


Sr. No. 


50. 

51. 


Survey No. 


46 

47 


Area in Hectare 


0.4300 

0.0250 




Surey No. Area in 

Hectare 

46 (L0250 

47 0.4300 

[No. L-140I6/8/95G.P.] 
I.S.N. PRASAD. Dy. Secy. 


19 ftWHT, 1997 

TT .TTT. 31.—WTTfr % fdMfafad TITO farfa % WPT-II, 3 t3Ypyo5--(jj) if TOffafT 

far imm, tttct wdstt % faFfn%farr . wr. Tfarr/farfa Jr ’afatr qrfq - wrfd (?jfa Jf 3 'fafa % 

irftPPTT *PT wfa) TrfaffaW, 1962 ( 1962 TO 50) ^ 8TTT 6 3?) 3WTTT (l) % WcPfa UTOfTOT srftrgwn 5ft 

fa ttht ffarnrfr, rr^rfur t^tt, fa?n *pr % met Jr *ft, to f-r«n^rrT ^ ^ i 

rTTOTfarfa TO. WT. P. /faWP TTW % WJTOT f^T TmttET fa WJTTTT <T«T TO* 


27-01-96 


to T^ftT. «?r|. if TTfafasro Jf 


253/15-01-96 


j43(TT)/02-03-95 


5 

205/2 

0.2400 

205/2 

0.2700 


205/4 

O.1592 

205/4 

0 , 2092 

9 

225/2 

0.1050 

— 

— 

11 

226/1 

0.0370 

226/l 

0.1670 


226/2 

0.2800 

2 2 6/2 

0.0200 

13 

200/4 

0.0487 

200/4 

0.1287 

3 

206 

0.0330 

206 

0.0530 

6 

221 

0.1050 

— 

— 

7 

203 

0.0297 

203 

0.3797 

8 

222 

0.5425 

— 

— 

10 

224 

0.1980 

224 

0.5505 




[TPwrqrr-14016/8/95 sft.tfr.] 

prf . htr. tpr . toit*, sr rrffa* 


09-03-95 
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[»niTlI~#ff .i(ii)] 


CORRIGENDUM 


New Delhi, the 19th December, 1997 

S.O. No. 31 .—notification in the Gazette of India Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O.No./Date 
mentioned below in column No. 1 punlished on date mentioned to below in column no. 2 under sub section (i) of 
section 6 of the Petroleum and Mineral pipeline (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) in 
respect of village Silavati, Tehsil Guna, District Guna be read as follows:— 


S.O.No. /Date Date of Gazette As per Gazette 


Be read as corrected 
below 


Sr. No. 


253/15-01-96 27-01-96 5 

9 
11 

13 

143(E)/02-03-95 09-03-95 3 

6 

7 

8 

10 


Survey No. 

Area in 
Hectare 

Survey No. 

Area in 
Hectare 

205/2 

0.2800 

205/2 

0.2700 

205/4 

0.1592 

205/4 

0.2092 

225/2 

0.1050 

— 

— 

226/1 

0.0370 

226/1 

0.1670 

226/2 

0.2800 

226/2 

0.0200 

200/4 

0.0487 

200/4 

0.1287 

206 

0.0330 

206 

0.0530 

221 

0.1059 

— 


203 

0.0297 

203 

0.3797 

222 

0.5425 

— 

_ 

224 

0.1980 

224 

0.5505 


[No. L-14016/8/95 G.P.J 
I.S.N. PRASAD, Dy. Secy. 


19 ft W<, 1997 

fTToWTo 32 :—VTTOT TpJPW fipltV 28-03-95 % WI-II 3q<T»y-(ii) t 3frt STTflw % 

rrtirasr, turor Wr: *rrrowro #rr 26o(sr) fttrftr 24-03-95 ?T ark qrfair snlfr Si gqvrbT 

£ wfsrert: «ft sufa) wfaftwR 1962 (i 96 z *rt 50) vt tmr 6 (1) ^ srptw smftrcr siftr^rr 5ft 1 % 

trm qiRfNr n>?rfr, ftpsrr ftprjfi * R«itr Sr «fr, ^ qfr an# :— 

Tmw % RffTR ffpr^T ^fpfftJR ^ *PRTR T?T 5p# 





sprang 

■v _-k *v 


sfcratr 
n i Sr 


02. 

506 


- 0.0360 

506 

0.0600 

15. 

658 


0.0470 

658 

0.1260 

16. 

657 


0.0750 

657 

0,0850 

18. 

655 


0.0832 

655 

0.3150 

20. 

654 


0.1140 

654 

0. 1635 

23. 

609 


0.0180 

609 

0.0250 

24- 

G08 


0.1140 

608 

0.0460 

26. 

604 


0.2410 

604 

0.0800 

28- 

598 


0.1795 

598 

0.0050 

29. 

597 


0, 1685 

597 

0.1700 

30. 

626 


0.0180 

626 

0.0200 


[trWT t(rT— 1401 6/8/9 5 aftotfto] 
Rffot^opvTo a^rra’, 






HJO THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 3,'199S/FAUSA 13, 1919 [Pari 11— Sec. 3(ii), 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 19th December, 1997 

S.O. 37 ,—in the Gazette of India Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. No. 260(E) dated 24-03-95 
published on 28-0.3-9^ under sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum & Mineral Pipeline (Acquisition of Right 
of Users in T and) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) in respect of village Binherakhurd, Tehsil Pohari, Dis rict Shivpuri 
be read as follows :— 


As per Gazette 




Be read as 

corrected below 

Sr.No 

Survey No. 


Area in Hectare 

Survey No, 

Area in Hectare 

02. 

506 


0.0360 

506 

0.0600 

15. 

658 


0.0470 

658 

0.1260 

16. 

657 


0.0750 

657 

0.0850 

18. 

655 


0.0832 

655 

0.3150 

20. 

654 


0.1140 

654 

0.1635 

23. 

609 


0.0180 

609 

0.0250 

24. 

608 


0.1140 

608 

0.0460 

26. 

604 


0.2410 

604 

0.0800 

28. 

598 


0.1795 

598 

0.0050 

29. 

597 


0.1685 

597 

0.1700 

O 

626 


0.0180 

626 

0.0200 


[No. L-l4016/8/95 G.P.] 
I.S.N. PRASAD, Dy, Secy. 


R¥ftspT 

Hi hr*fr, 19 hnrnrT, 1997 

sfifotRo 33:— -qr^r t Tnnsr fartr 0 6-07-96 % vTnT-II’aw-3 ir aftr srrffw far 

herrTTi tTRrT % ^loWo fjo 1968 feTP-F 14-06-96 ’shT-if hrtr (qfrr if yuaFl % 

StfriTR W>\ 51^1 ) WfcrfTTtT 1962 (1962 ^1 50) sp) ETRT 6 TT ^rrtJRT (l) T sirFUT IPFrfvUT Jf) 

fsp rnTt 'd/rT^fr, t^r*t, f^nr pjtt % ®r tt tit irrir :— 


RWT % SR*CR 


farq *)7fwq % IR7TR q?T ^PT 


spo *T4 R’lTl A? 

(TfTqr if 7AZXT. it 


14 . 23/3/1 0,1 530 23/3/2 0,1330 

— 2 3/2 0,0200 

jrw rrer-14010/8/9 s sftoqu] 

urf °ti5°pto sftr, ?rf^r 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 19th December. 1997 

S.O. 33,—in the Gazette of India Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O, No. 1968 daLed 14-06-96 
published on 06-07-96 under sub section (o) of section 6 of the Petroleum and Mineral Pipeline (Acquisition of 





34 :—STP'iT % Tiw fcTRT 30-03-96 % Wb-ff, ’5PW-3, A 4$tfrr4b aftt 

jt’t iTorrsrrr, sn^tr r r^r T % vrowio dwi 995, fe^w 18-03-90 A ^ftfrrw ark tafosr mu («jf*r if ■JWT’T 
% mmu? *pr rw ) STrsTfaPT, 1902 (19cs2 vr 50) ^ am h qft wjfi (1) % sr^rfM srfa^Mnr aft 
fa trru mft, ?Tf5*f>r a^Ti^r, fsr^rr dkn % *ratr A «fr, t't I'TRpptk qsr ^rip • 




A 'sr^rr 


fa«T ddWn % SPT0TT 95r 

O 



4:0 dour 

efe'TrT 

m Amr 







i/Ntrrr A 



29 . 4 2 6 / 1 

0.0092 

416 

0.1500 



31. 417/1 

0. 1317 

417/1 

0.1680 



417/2 

0.0200 

417/2 

0.0225 



32. 423/1 

0.0190 

— 




33. 420/l 

0.0180 


— 



420/2 

0.0187 

— 

— 



3 4. 4 19/ 2 

0.1631 

419/2 

0.0/59 



3 5. 418/l 

0,0200 

418/1 

0.0630 



418/2 

0.0319 

418/2 

0.0930 





[tfWT pH-1 40 Ifi/8/95 3ft.fr.] 





?rtf otTTTcrwi'o ^ 



CORRIGENDUM 






New Delhi, the 19th December, 1997 



S.O. No. 

34:—In the Gazelle of India Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. No. 995 dated 18-3-96 

published on 30-3-96 under sub- 

section (1,) of section 6 of the Petroleum and Mineral Pipeline (Acquisition of 

Right oh Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) in respect of V'll 

age Naipri, 

Tehsil Kajlaras, District Morena 

(M.P.) be read 

as follows: — 





As per Gazelle 



Be read as coireeled below 


Sr. No. 

Survey No. 

Area in Hectare 

Survey No. 

Area in hectai 

re 

'29. 

426/1 *" 

~ 0.0092 

416 

0.1500 


31. 

417/1 

0.1317 

417/1 

0.1680 



417/2 

0.0200 

417/2 

0.0225 


32. 

423/1 

0.0190 

— 

— 


33. 

420/1 

0.0180 

— 

— 



420/2 

0.0387 

— 

— 


34. 

419/2 

0.1631 

419/2 

0.0759 


35. 

418/1 

0.0200 

418/1 

0.0630 



418/2 

0.0319 

418/2 

0.0930 



[No. L-1401 6 / 8/95 G.P. I 
I.S.N. PRASAD, Dy. Sccy. 
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wtar 

lgfatTRY, 1997 

TT°3Tr° 3 5:—ViTTtT % faRfafafT vP*PRt fort* % *irn-]l, ^¥-3, tmoT-ii if /K ST*fTi«^ TR 

fiamtr, viTTrf % faRfafew ^to^ro sAnf/fRi* n art* t$fa3r q-i^r (*tjfa h wAn % srfwR 

rfif a? i*) arfafaR, 1962 ( 1962 TT 50) Cl SRT 6 ’A 3<Tflm (l) % 3R% 5fqnf?R ayfurg/eRT /t f?p JJHT 
^spi/T. frfpvRT /Rr, Um urt % rAtt h *fr, Rr fnRPRR q\r ^iq; i 


fRPP 

VJ 0 31 fo 0 /fa-rfisp ? ram % 3PTO rr 


faR ¥,>,'lVfT 

T apjtfR iq,r ttiT 


qio 

«'o 

Wt/. if 

TR; fiTOff 

wsr. h 

30-03-96 

982/18 03-96 46 

260/l 

0.0710 

2 6 o/l 

0.2200 


47 

694/2 

0.6538 

— 

— 


50 

6 92/ 1 

0.2295 

692/1 

0. 3800 



692/2 

0.6300 

692/2 

0.5295 

21-04-95 

3 71 (4f)/1 9-04-95 45 

261 

0.2725 

26 l/ 1 \ 

0.0600 



— 

— 

26 l/ 2J 



48 

695 

0.4450 

695 

1. 1300 


• 49 

693 

0.9447 

693 

1.0600 


51 

700 

0.4104 

700 

0.4539 


5 4 

710 

0.8475 

710 

1.0300 


5 5 

709 

0.4725 

709 

0.1600 


36 

714 

0.3765 

714 

0.3300 


[wr U,* 5 T- 14016 / 8/9 5 tfroqfe] 
#r£ o^on^o briv, gq jrfajr 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 19th December, 1997 

S.O. 35:—Notification in the Gazette of India MinLtry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O.No./Date 
mentioned below in column No, 1 published on date mentioned below in column No. 2 under sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the petroleum and Mineral Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of Users in Lard) Ac t, 1962 (50 of 1962) in 
respect of Village Brijgarhi, Tehsil Jaura, District Morer.a be reed as follows: 

S.O. No./Date Date of Gazette As per Gazette Be read as corrected 

below 


1 


982/18-03-96 


371(E)/! 9-04-95 



S.No. 

Survey N ). 

Area in 
Hectare 

Survey No. 

Area in 
Hectare 

2 


Y 

4 

30-03-96 

46 

260/1 

0.0710 

260/1 

0.2200 


47 

694/2 

0.6538 

— 

—. 


50 

692/1 

0.2295 

692/1 

0.3800 


— 

692/2 

0.6300 

692/2 

0.5295 

21-04-95 

45 

261 

0.2725 

261/1T 

0.0600 


— 

— 

.... 

261/2/ 



48 

695 

0.4450 

695 

J.1300 


49 

693 

0.9447 

693 

1,0600 


51 

700 

0.4104 

700 

0.4539 


54 

710 

0.8475 

710 

1.0300 


55 

709 

0.4725 

709 

0.1600 


56 

714 

0.3765 

714 

0.3300 


[No. L-14016/8/95 G,P.[ 
l.S.N, PRASAD, Dy. Secy. 
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[«rnU—vr 3(ii)] qromcrabs' wcr 3 , lsas/'fhr 13, 1919 

22 fafP 3 fa 1997 

qjiosrro qcn 36:—■’vfa fa^fa fr^pc qq q? wfa ^t^rr £ fa h vt?, snruipfT f, fa fafar 

Jr fspjTn- fafay? crf^fTorf^ m; ^‘tfaw stirfor? m %: qfarerr % faro; 9tCT*TnrT qtt 3,-qfffat avfa iftqr 

farifaj imfaarf ^far = 5 rrf$t> 1 

vrr =*fa s^ta £far % fa faff *rmr <fa fas.fa %■ sfam % far; n<r^riw a^^Tf Sr 3 ffa?r *jfa Jr tjqtfar 
qtr arrtmr 3 rfir ft *;T;n' armturqr k 1 

am, m farfaqo' aik rgfaar q^q^r^r fa fa Sr toi«t % ariwnr «pt afaq) srfafaqir, 1 96 2 (19«2 *pt 
50) am 3 q"r s^ram (1) &m a<m faffar apr wfa q;fa ?/' qrofar *mur ^far 77 far qrr fawr 
qrfa qrr amr amrrq n^n 1 fafaq \ 1 

m* fa Tffi ^fa Sr ffqJTJ ui mfa, ^ *jfa % fffa 'TrtqmtT faafa % far? at fa 9 rwq qrfwp'Y, rfa 
afaiffar afa, sfnrr faffafa, q-mrqff^r far w arftp^r ¥V ttpfa *3 21 failr % vfau *pt tfam i 

3flr Bgr arfaq Tfa msrr fj sqfa; fafafa.m *r? «0 wq qmrr fa wi qg ^nprr k fa 399 ) ^mf 
wrffRrrrr r> ht fatft fafa ®mpft qft iffarf 1 


an^pft 

fafaf qW'ifa 4 favor fafa%? ?fafapT9 fa Tl^’T PTm fafa? 


rmr 

tm 


tiFrffarr wr 

?rm 

?Vo 

tSspffa 

4«fa> if 

bfar if 

irffaHT® 

q-PTPrfjTq- 

qrrrnfpm 

122, TffapPT 

124. 4 

0.00.5 

0.01 





125. 2 

0. 06. 0 

0.15 





125.5 

0. 08.0 

0. 19 





120.3 

0.06.0 

0.15 





12 6. 6 

0.03.0 

0.09 





12G. 12 

0. 06. 0 

0.15 





1 1 8 . G 

0.14.5 

0. 36 





120 

0. 16.5 

0. 39 


farfa 


fao P,W-1 -i 0135/0 3/ 9 7-faf 0 <ft o] 
3rr#oP7Ton^p surfa 39 9ffar 


New Delhi, the 22nd December, 1997 

S.O, 36 :—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public inteiest that for the 
transport of Petroleum and Natural Gas from Bismi Alkalies to Kiran Silicate in Tamil Nadu State pipeline should 
be laid by the Gas Authority of India I/d. 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary to require <he right of ma¬ 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the poweis conferred by subjection (1) of the section 3 of ihe Petioleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition'of Right of User in the Land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962), Ihe Central Government 
hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein: 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, within 21 days from the date of this notification, object 
to the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd,, Nngapattiram 
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And every person makii g such an objection shall also slate specifically whcllicr the wishes to be hca.d in 
person or by legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 

B'smi Alkalies to K.ir?n Silicate Narimaram Gas Pipelire Trrjrct 


State District Taluk 


Tamil Nadu Nr gap;. It in am Nagapallinam 


Village No, 
& Name 


122 Narimanam 


Survey Extent Remarks 

Number---- 



in 

in 


lr ctarcs 

acre cent 

124.4 

0.00.5 

0.01 

125.2 

0.06.0 

0.15 

125.5 

0.08.0 

0.19 

126.3 

0.06.0 

0.15 

126.6 

0 03.0 

0.08 

126.12 

0.06.0 

0.15 

118.6 

0.14.5 

0.36 

120 

0.16.5 

0.39 


[No. L-14016/03/97-GP] 
l.S.N. PRASAD, Dy. Secy. 


fi'ST'TT 

Tffeptfl, 199 7 

^T.?n. 37:—'Sftiftfnv srftrfsm, 1947 

(1947 «pt 14) tft srrrr 17 % it, 

-flTT?r ttVt rrrfrrt fa. % srstrtpfa % 

rftr^ farfafaf rfatsrT sptf^rn % tffa, sprier 
4 sfRrtfmt ffaTTC it Fr^TT 

ffat srftmyr, zmV, % faprc tt sranfVrtr 

rpfat t, 3ft T* 2 8-11-1997 TT 

STNT qT 1 

[tfarr TTKj_ 43012 / 17 / 8 9-tnf stir (fafasr] 

sfUfaT, tfT?,IFftTTTfir 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 4th December, 1997 

S.O. 37.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cent- 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Bangalore as 
shown in the Amicxure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Bharat Gold Mines Ltd. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
28-11-1997. 

(No-. L43G12/l7/S9-IR(Misc.)] 
B. M. DAVID; Desk Officer 


ANNJEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR 
COURT, BANGALORE 

PRESENT : 

Sri K. Mohanachandran, B.Sc., B.L., D.L.,A.L. 
Presiding Officer. 

Central Reference No. 90 89 

I Party 

Sri Thereshraj 
82, Addl. Mission 
■Block Model House 
Marikuppam, K. G. F. 563119 
(Represented by 

Sri V. Gopala Gowda, Advocate) 

Vs. 

II PARTY 

M/s. Bharat Gold Mines Ltd, 

Oorgaum P.O. 

Kolar Gold Fields 
563120 

(Represented by 

Sri T.R. Rajaram, Advocate) 






[srprll —<r? 3 (ii)] vrp.n^rfriprw 3rewrt a, ids s/qfrr 13, 1010 105 


AWARD 


In this reference made by the Honourable Central 
Government by its order No. L-43012/17/C9-1R 
(Misc.) dated 7-12-1989 as per schedule to reference 
is :— 


“Whether the management of BGML, KGF is 
justified in retiring Sri Thereshrai, Foreman 
on superannuation with effect from 
1-4-1989. If not , to what relief he 
entitled 


(2) The brief averments of the 1 ;t party in ela ; m 
statement are as follows :— 


The 1st party joined the services of 2nd party on 
1-5-1946 as Office boy and at the time of his illegal 
retirement he was working as Foreman in the Mecha¬ 
nical Workshop. The 1st prrty was bom on 
20-3-1930 as per certificate of Baptism (Ex. W2) 
issued by ‘Our Lady of Victoria Church’ to wh*ch he 
belongs. At the time of joining the service of the 2nd 
party the date of birth of the 1st party was taken ns 
20-3-1929 (viz) one year less than his actual rwe which 
fact was not known to the 1st oarty urni] he was issued 
with a notice of superannuation dated' 20-9-1988 (Ex. 
Wl) askmg him to retire w.c.f. 1-4-1089. as he had 
attained the age of 60 years as on 20-3-1989 which 
is the age of superannuation. 


(3) But the 1st paity personally and through Asso¬ 
ciation had contended that the decision of the 2nd 
party to retire him w.e.f. 1-4-1989 is arbitrary and 
unjustified, as he had one more year to go to reach 
the age of superannuation. Also the 1st party is 
entitled to continue his services till 20-3-1990 taking 
into consideration of his actual date of birth (i.e.) 
20-3-1930. Hcrt.ce the 1st paity had made both oral 
and written requests to the 2nd party to correct his 
date of birth and to continue him in the services till 
20*3-1990. But (he 2nd parly did not consider the 
1st party requests. 

(4) The age Of superannuation arrived by the 2nd 
party on the basis of wrong entry of date of birth 
is arbitrary and illegal and the action of the 2nd 
party to retire the 1st partv prematurely w.e.f. 1-4-89 
is illegal, arbitrary and without application of mmd 
which attracts unfair labour practice and victimisation. 
Further the premature retirement (i.e.) retirement 
before reaching the age of superannuation is a retrench¬ 
ment as defined under Section 2(oo) of the I.D, Act. 
The 1st party also had out in contanions services of 
more than 240 days as defined under Section 25B of 
the l.D. Act. The 2nd oartv did not comoly with 
th* provisions of Section 25F Clauses (a) & (b) of the 
i t). Act, It is therefore, prayed that the act'on of 
the 2nd party ill retiring the Jst oarty w.e.f. 1-4-1989 
is not justified and accordingly the 2nd party has to 
reinstate the 1st patty with all the consequential 
benefits'. 

(5) The conclsed averments of the 2nd party in their 
written statement arc as follows: 


The 1st party at the time of retirement was work¬ 
ing as Foreman and his alleged illegal superannuation 
is hereby d"ffied. The 1st party born ort20-3-iQ30 
is a false allegation. The 1st party had declared his 


date of birth as 20-3-1929 at the time of joining the 
2nd party and no clerical error has been crept in his 
service card and also the dates in certificate obtained 
by the 1 st party has no relevance so tar as his retire¬ 
ment age is concerned. The 1st party is ndt entitled 
to continue his service till 20-3-1990 The allega¬ 
tions of the 1st party that the age of superannuation 
has been arrived at based on wrong entries in the 
service card are baseless. Because the 1st party 'was 
given an opportunity during 1963 and 1964 by pub- 
li- hing a notification to get the date of birth corrected, 
if there is any wrong entry in the service card, the 
1st party should have corrected the same. But the 1st 
party failed to do sO. Hence, the prayer of the 1st 
party has to be rejected. 

(6) My learned predecessor, as we could see Iri the 
order sheet dated 22-8-1990, had ordered that issue 
to be decided in this case was covered by thd Schfethilfe 
to the reference, Accordingly the management M0 
examined one witness to discharge their initial bufd-.fi 
in accordance with the schedule to the reference. Irt 
other word's the schedule to the reference directs the 
management 2nd party to initially prove a§ to whether 
they had justified in retiring the 3 st party bn aliened 
Minera"nuat«on w.e.f. 1-4-1989. To d r scharg“ the 
saul initial brnden the only witness examined oh the 
side of the management namely the Personal Manager 
as MW1 had admitted in cross examination (ffi page 
3 of h’s deposition) that except the P.F. nomination 
Ex. M3 and service cards (Exs. Ml & M2) maintained 
for the 1st patry there were no other document tb 
show that the 1st partv himself gave particulars of 
his date of birth as 20*-3H929. The above said ser¬ 
vice card of the 1st oarty was marked as EX, Ml and 
xetOx cortv of the P.F. NOminatidhs is Ex. M3. In 
the Ex. ME the date rtf (he With of tfib 1st pariv )ifts 
b J en soec'fled as 20-3-1979*. But the 2nd party had 
tried to rely on the admitted signature of the 1st oarty 
Ex. Ml (a) to show that the oarticulats given in die 
said "ervice card Ex,. Ml including the date of b ; rth 
viz, 20-3-1929 were given by tile 1st patty himself. 

(7) But the 1st Oartv lrd pleaded and deposed in 
his evidence that he had not riven any particulars 
pedainffie to Ex. Ml and he ffid hoi krtoW who had 
writfi-o th" narrietdats in Ex, Ml. Die MW 1 tmniely 
the Personal Officer Who is only witness to prow the 
case o f the management h*d admitted that he W"s not 
the author of the entries mad^ ill Ex. ME In such 
circurtrtances. 1 hold, since it is Clear from the evidence 
placed that the 2nd party management had not dis*- 
charwxl th-ir initial burden to Drove the entry regard¬ 
ing the date of the birth of the 1st patty in accord¬ 
ance with law. 

(8) That apart, their own document namely the xerox 
copy of P F. nomination (i’.e.) Ex,. M3 contain alleged 
Tamil signature of the 1st party. But the MW1 hint- 
self admitted in his cross examination that the 1st 
party used to sign his signature in Tamil 1'ffioUaijO. 
If that be the admitted fact, it is left ufiexplalttCct by 
the management as to how the sigMtfife irt Ehglrih 
(i.e.) Ex. Ml(a) could be the signature of the 1st 
party to show his admission regarding his date of birth 
as entered in Ex, ME Of course it is true that the 
1st party in his cross examination admitted fix. Ml 


3J36 01197-—14. 
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(a) as his signature. But that admission in the cross 
examination that too by a illiterate person as admitted 
by MW1, cannot be accepted a valid piece of evidence 
to prove the date of birth of the 1st party as specified 
in Ex. Ml namely 20-3-1929. Therefore, neither the 
entry mode in Ex. M3 nor in Ex. Ml regarding the 
date of birth of the 1st party had been proved by the 
Management sufficiently and in accordance with law. 

(9) Further, the evidence of the only witness of 
m:nagem:nt namely the Personal Officer would show 1 
that the 1st party joined the 2nd party company on 
1-5-1946. Whereas even the documents filed by the 
menageent namely Ex. M3 was prepared on 13-12-62. 
The another document relied on by the management 
namely Ex. Ml contains the first entry in 
the year 1969. Therefore, there is no proper and 
relevant document to show to accept the case of the 
management that the 1st party while he was joining 
in the 2nd party had given oral particulars re¬ 
garding fib date of birth as 20-3-1929 and 
only on such particulars the management had record¬ 
ed the d^te of birth of 1st party as 20-3-1929. Even 
the MWl was not in a position to sav when the 1st 
party had given such oral representation specifying 
the above said alleged date of birth. 

(10) Again MWl had also marked an old service 

card of the 1st party as Ex. M2. But unfortunately 
the name of the 1st party could not be seen in Ex. 
M2 as the specified name portion had been torn of. 
yhat apart there is no evidence to show when the date 
of b'rth specified in Ex. M2 as 20-3-1929 was entered. 
As pointed out by the learned counsel for the 1st 
party though Ex. M2 contains some corrections in the 
column of “age”, the MWl had not explained about 
the said corrections. Hence, the 2nd party could 
not even rely on Ex. M2 to prove that the entry 

regarding the date of birth of the 1st party could 

be only 20-3-1929, as entered in Exs. Ml, 2 and 3 
rnd since that particulars cbuld be based on the 
particulars given by the 1st party. 

(11) Further, the Management had admitted both 

in their pleadings and in evidence (MWl) that they 
had made the 1st party retired on his alleged age of 

60 bes-d on his date of birth as 20-3-1929 as per 

the records available with Management. But as I 
detailed above, the 2nd party had miserably failed to 
discharge their initial burden namely their action by 
unking the 1st party to retire on 1-4-1989 by issuing 
notice'Ex. W1 on his alleged superannuation age of 
60 based on his date of birth as 20-3-1929. 

(1?) On the other hmd it is a case of 1st party 
that Ins correct dme of birth could be only 20-3-1930. 
He further pleaded and deposed that while he had 
joined the service of the 2nd party he had produced 
a Bapbsm certificate to show his date of birth as 
20-3-1930 and without his knowledge the 2nd party 
had wrongly euEred his date of birth as 20-3-1929. 
To substantiate the above said case of the 1st party 
he again filed and marked a Baptism ceitificae Ex. 
W2, wh-'ch contain the date of birth of one Thresana- 
than Slo Perivanavnvun as 20-3-1930. Though the 
1st party as WW1 has admitted that the Baptism 
Certificate Ex. W2 was contained in the year 1987 


for the purpose of school admission of his son. But 
does not mean that the said Baptism Certificate Ex. 
W2 was obtained and produced by the 1st party for 
the very first time. Because he already pleaded and 
evidenced that he produced his Baptism certificate 
while he joined in the service. If that be case, it is 
for the 2nd party to prove positively about the parti¬ 
culars of the records filed by the 1st party at his 
joimng in the 2nd party, since those records must be 
only in the custody of the 2nd party. But unfortu¬ 
nately for the management, neither the evidence of 
the MWl nor the documents filed by the 2nd party 
would show that the 2nd party arc in a position to 
mark the entire and relevant records in connection 
with the 1st party in this case. 

(13) Further, regarding the Baptism certificate Ex. 
W2 the 2nd party had not raised any objection nor 
put any sort of question to WW1 in his cross exa¬ 
mination, about the contents of Ex. W2 except one 
mere suggestion namely Ex. \V2 is got ups (at para 
5 of his deposition). Therefore, in such circumstan¬ 
ces, I am of the oplrnon that the 1st party had taken 
maximum '’fforts to prove his correct date of birth 
as 20-3-1930. Of course it is true tlvrt the WW1 had 
admitted in his cross examination that he came to 
know the wrong entry regarding his date of birth only 
when he was served relevant notice Ex. W1 and t hat 
then only he had taken steps to place his correct date 
of birth to the 2nd party. 

(14) At this juncture the learned counsel for the 2nd 
party frd argued based on the admission made by 
the 1st party as WW1 in his cross examination that 
at para 3 of his deposition ; 

“1 did not give any representation for correction 
of my date of birth in pursuance of notifi¬ 
cations in 1963 and 1964 because I was 
under the impression that my date of birth 
h-s been entered correctly as 20-3-1930, 
When I got Ex, W1 onlv then I came to 
know that my date of birth was entered 
wrongly”. 

He further admitted that at para 5 of his deposi¬ 
tion that : 

“There were notification in 1963 and 1964 to 
get date of birth corrected I did not give 
any representation in 1963 or in 1964”. 

(15) But unfortunately apart from the above sa : d 
admission regarding the alleged notifications issued 
by the 2nd party particularly regarding opportunity 
eiven to the employees to make representation to the 
Management for correction of their date of b’rth. there 
is no iota of records to show the actual wording of 
the said notifications particularly when MWl had 
specifically stated at para 6 of his deposition that : 

“Along with the 2 notifications referred to my 
may be the dates of birth of the employees 
were brought to their notice”. 

(16) Therefore, in such circumstances when MWl 
specifically deposed that employees were given oppor¬ 
tunity under the notifications issued during l9o3 and' 
1964 to correct their date of birth it is the bounden 
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duty of the 2nd party to place and prove such a rele¬ 
vant and impoitant documents to substantiate the 
abovesaid oral evidence of MW1. But as l discussed 
above, on their failure cither to produce such a very 
relevant document or to place any explanation towards 
their failure adverse inference can be drawn under 
law against the 2nd party but in favour of the 1st 
party. 

(17) Hence, in such circumstances with respect 
1 am of the opinion that the three authorities placed 
by the learned counsel for the 2nd party namely (1) 
AIR 1994 SCW, page 3947 (Slate of Tamilnadu v. 
T. V. Vcnugopalan), (2) ILR 1992, Karnataka Page 
554 (R. Kuppuraj v. BGML) and (3) AIR 1988 
Supreme Court Page 1796 (Birad Mai Singvi v. 
Anand Prohit) are not applicable to the facts of the 
case in our hands now. Because the case reported 
in APR 1994 SCW, page 3947 is a case of a Gov¬ 
ernment servant for his prayer for correction of his 
date of birth made exactly one year before to his 
superannuation and accordingly our Honourable 
Supreme Court had held that correction of date of 
bWh sought by an employee at fag end of service was 
contrary to the Government rules and thus not per¬ 
missible. Hence, it is clear that the facts of the 
present case whl be no way connected with the facts 
of the said case. 

(18) Further, the Honourable High Court of Kar¬ 
nataka in the said 2nd cited case had given the fol¬ 
lowing verdict under Sections 36 and 37 of the Specific 
Relics Act and Order 39, Rules 1 and 2 of C.P.C. ; 

“There are no compelling reasons to grant any 
inumct’ve relief sme* the conduct of the 
plaintiff in accenting the recorded d^ffi of 
birth for more than 3 decades gives a light 
to his present claim of charge in the date of 
birth.” 

In the present case, it is needless to say that the 
management had not proved that the 1st party had 
known the date of birth as entered in the records of 
the 2nd party either prior to the issuance of notice of 
retirement Ex. W2 or at the time of issuance of noti¬ 
fications in the year 1963 and 1964. Therefore, 
with respect I am of the opinion that the 2nd party 
cannot seek any support of the above reported' deci¬ 
sion of the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka. 

(19) Likewise, even the third cited decision of the 
2nd party reported in AIR 1988 Supreme Court, 
page 1796 the facts of the case is based on represen¬ 
tation of the Peoples Act on an election petition. 
There our HonTjlc Apex Court had given a verdict 
stating even the school record regarding the entry of 
the date of birth tnust be proved specifically and 
only through a proper and relevant person. Therefore, 
as I detailed above when the reference to the sche¬ 
dule in this case had clearly fixed the initial burden 
on the 2nd party to prove the entry regarding the date 
of birth of the 1st party but when the 2nd party had 
miserably failed to discharge their even initial burden, 
I am of the opinion that they cannot seek support of 
the abovesa : d decision of our Hon Tie Supreme Court 
which based on entirely different facts, 


(20) Therefore, on the evidence and materials 
placed I am of the opinion the management of 
B.G.M.L. KGF, 2nd party is not justified in retiring 
Sri Thereshraj, the 1st party Foreman on superannua¬ 
tion w.e.f. 1-4-1989. 

(21) Even the pleading and evidence of the 1st 
party would show that he seeks the relief of retire¬ 
ment on Ins age of 60, on his correct date of birth 
(i.e.) 1-4-1929. But the management made him to 
retire in his age of 59. According to the 1st party 
his superannuation age of 60 could be only with ellect 
from 20-3-1990. Therefore, I am of the opinion that 
there need not be any direction to the 2nd party to 
reinstate the 1st party as on to-day. But anyhow l 
hold that the 1st party is entitled for entire monetary 
benefits till his real age of superannuation w.e.f. 
20-3-1990 as if he could rot retired with effect turn 
1-4-1989 and as per the then service condition and 
in accordance with fhe relevant rules prevail.ng frem 
1-4-1989 to 20-3-1990. 

(22) Further, though the 1st party had not given 
any particulars about his last drawn payment as on 
1-4-1989 I hold that it is for the 2nd party, since the 
relevant records for calculation of entire consequential 
monetary benefits from 1-4-1989 to 20-3-1990 could 
be only available with the 2nd parly, to calculate the 
full and entire monetary benefits including pay rnd 
allowances etc. to be paid to the 1st party till his 
actual superannuation age of 60 w.e.f. 20-3-1990. 

AWARD 

(23) In the result the award is passed to the effect 
that the management of B.G.M.L. KGF is not justi¬ 
fied in retiring 1st party Sri Theitfsharai, Foreman on 
superannuation with effect from 1-4-1989 and the 
retirement order dated 20-9-1988 is hereby set aside. 
But anyhow, since the 1st party Sri Theresharaj V*d 
already attained his age of superannuation on 20-3- 0, 
there need' not be any direction to the 2nd party tor 
reinstatement of 1st party Sri Therrsharaj. But Ihe 
2nd party is directed to pay the entire and full mone¬ 
tary benefits admissible and payable , to the 1st party 
Sri Theresharaj from the period 1-4-1989 to 20-3-90 
as per the then service conditions and in rccordmce 
with rules then prevailing in the company together 
w'th cost of Rs. 500 payable to the 1st partv, consi¬ 
dering the entire proceedings from the date of ctmer- 
taming of these proceed 1 nas till the dne of passing of 
this award. Submit to Government. 

(24) (Dictated toT.A. transcribed by him. correc¬ 
ted and signed by me ort 24th dav of November, 
1997). 

K. MOHANACHANDRAN, Pr? siding Officer. 

1997 
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New Delhi, (he 4th December, 1997 

S|0. 38.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Geptral Goverohjent Industrial Tribunal, Banga¬ 
lore as, shown ip the Anneyure, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the. employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Bharath Gold Mines Ltd. and their woik- 
tna,n, which was received by the Central Govern- 
op 1-12-T997. 

[No. L-43012/12/89-lR(Misc)], 

B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE the central government 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR 
COURT, BANGALORE 

Datyd Tuesday the 25th day of November, 1997 
PRESENT : 

Sri K. Mohanachandran, B.Sc., B.L., D.L.A.L., 
Presiding. Officer 

Cpnt^aji No. 77/89 

i Party 

Sp. Hr. R. Kanugbirgn, 

No, 65, NT Blocks 

Post Office Lane, Vs. 

Oorgauip P.O. I^GF-563120 
(Represented; by- Sri K: 

Suffix Rao, Advocate) 

Q Party 

Managing Director 
M/s. Bharath. Gold Minqs 
Lffi,, Oorgaum P.O. 

K.G.F.. 56312. 

(Represented by Sri T. Rajaram, 

Ahvocah) 

AWARD 

In this reference made by the Honourable Central 
Government by its order No. L-43012 /12/SO(Misc) 
dated 6-11-89 under Sectiqn 10(2AXD(d) of I.D. Act 
'the- point (or adjudication, as per schedule to refe¬ 
rence is :— 

“Whether 'he action of the nianan»ment of 
Bharath Gnld Min^s Limited. K^F in dis¬ 
missing Sri. Kannabiran, Mining Mate, 
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T. No. 2674 from service with effect from 
25-1-1988, is justified. If not, what relief 
is Sri. Kannabiran entitled to ?” 

(2) The coneised averments of the 1st party in his 

claim statement arc as follows : 

The 1st party joined the services cf 2nd party dur¬ 
ing 1955 as a Mate in Nundydroog Mine, the sister 
concern of M|s. Bharath Goki Mines limited and he 
was illegally dismissed by the 2nd party on 25-1-88, 
on the basis of an enquiry conducted by the 2nd party 
in respect of the show-cause notice dated 5-8-1987. 
Though the 1st party submitted his reply, the 2nd 
party without considering the said reply, had con¬ 
ducted an enquiry in order to dismiss the 1st party 
from service. Accordingly, he was dismissed from 
service on the basis of enquiry held against him which 
was purely stage-managed. The enquiry held against 
the 1st party was not in accordance with tire rules 
and principles of natural justice. 

(3) As per the standing orders which are applicable 
to the 2nd party the General Manager who is the 
competent authori.y/disciplinary authority, should im¬ 
pose the punishment and also issue a show -cause to 
die 1st party. But in this case both show-cause notice 
as well as dismissal order were issued by the Manager 
of the 2nd party. Hence, the show-cause notice qpd 
the order of dismissal issued were without the juris¬ 
diction of law. 

' (4) The findings of the Enquiry Officer are totally 
perverse and thus, cannot Ije relied upon. Thy, Dis¬ 
ciplinary Authority also without going' through the 
records but relying on the perverse findings of the 
Enquiry Officer bad pqssed 'an impugned order of 
dismissal. Therefore, the punishment imposed to 
the 1st party is totally disproportionate. The punish¬ 
ment is also a harsh and excessive and it smacks 
victimisation. Hence, the order of dismissal passed 
is illegal, arbitrary, unjust and the same gaunot be 
sustained. Therefore, the 1st party prays that the 
2nd party has to reinstate him in the original, post 
with all the consequential benefits. 

(5) The brief contention of the 2nd party in their 
written statement are as follows : 

The 1st party joined the services of 2nd party in 
the year 1955 and he was issued with a charge-sheet 
dated 27-5-1987 for negligence in his work during 
1st shift at 6200/6300 NI3 WINSE West Reef of 
DE Section Nanlydtnog Mine at about 11.00 AM. 
while late Sri Mitthu, T. No. 740 was cutting a ladder 
joint by standing on a wooden sollar. But the timber, 
supporting the sollar gave way and the sling rope used 
by him snapped, resulting bis fall from a height by 
about 65 feet which proved fatal. 

(6) The abovesaid fa'al accident had happened 
due to the 1 st party’s negligence of duty fpr not pre¬ 
venting the employees from standing on a damaged 
sollar while attempting to cut the. ladder mint and 
also for mot taking precaution in the use of sling rope 
which was utiusuallv Iona with slackness which caus¬ 
ed the snapping of the rope when ffie sollar collapsed 
resulting fatal accident of late Muthu, T. No, 740. 
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(7) Since the explanation submitted by the 1st 
party to the show-cause notice was not satisfactory, 
the Disciplinary Authority ordered for an enquiry and 
the Disciplinary Authority after going through 
the findings and the other connected papers with 
regard to the enquiry had agreed with the findings of 
the Enquiry Oliicer and issued a second show-cause 
notice to tho 1st party proposing to dismiss him from 
service. The 1st party submitted his- reply for the 
2nd show-cause notice. The Disciplinary Authority 
gone through the said explanation thoroughly and as 
he did not find any mitigating and extenuating circum¬ 
stances to alier the punishment of dismissal, the 1st 
party was dismissed from service w.e.f. 24-2-1988 as 
per the certified standing orders of the company. 

(8) The findings of the Enquiry Officer arc not p 
verse, as uicy tuc puiciy uascu on eviuence aim 
therefore, ngmiy l'eiicu upon oy the Disciplinary 
Auinorny, As ihe negligence on the part ot tnc 
I si pa^y was grave resulting in fatal accident, me 
puprsnmpnt ot dismissal is proportionate to die gra¬ 
vity of tne nnsconauct. hence, tne prayer of die 
1st parry has io be rejected. 

(9) My learned predecessor as we could see in the 
no.es oruer dated 16-9-1990 had decided that no 
separate issue required, but the point tor determina¬ 
tion would, be covered by tjie schedule to the reie- 
rence. further, since the domesuc enquiry was 
cqnauqteq. against the 1st. party filter examination ot 
die, lylW 1 qmnely the Enquiry Officer and the WWi 
nagiely the wcyrmag my learned predecessor on 
Z&2-19M> had pase&L fin. cider by sedmg aside the 
demesne, enqnny qtmdncted. against the lit; party uy 
the 2ttd party.. SnbscququtJ.y on appliqaripq made by 
the, l,st party ip TA. 2 under Section l_0(4)(a) of the 
I.D. Act, my learned predecessor on 30-8-1991 by 
relying on a decision of the Honourable Supreme 
Court In (Desbraj Gupta v. Industrial Tribunal IV 
Lucknow and another) reported in AIR 1990 
Supreme Court page 2174 had also passed an order 
of interim relief of Rs. 1385-95 per month w.e.f. 
26-2-1991 till disposal of this reference. But subse¬ 
quently on writ petition No. 25110]91 filed by the 2nd 
party tire Hon’blc High Court of Karnataka on 
21-11-1991 had stayed the said order ot interim 
relief but ordered and directed that the 2nd party had 
to pay the said, interim relief as per the above said 
order of this Tribunal from 26-2-199 L within four 
weeks from 29-11-1991 by making deposit the said 
amount before the Honourable H'gl; Ct art of Karna¬ 
taka. But subsequently the Hon'ble High Court 
of Karnataka as per their order dated 23-9-1992 on a 
memo filed by the 2nd party, permitted the counsel 
for the 2nd party to hand over a cheque for 
Rs. 12,167.04 to the learned counsel for the 1st party 
instead of depositing the said amount into the Hon’blc 
High Court of Karnataka as per their previous order 
dated 2,1-11-1991. 

(10) But till the hearing of the argument of both 
sides on merits in the present case, none of the 
parties filed' any particulars as to the result of the 
above said writ petition No. 25110/91 filed bv the 
2nd party. But both the carries had continued to 
show further progress rill the argument, 


(11) My learned predecessor on passing of the 
above said order on preliminary issue about the 
validity of the domestic enquiry and while setting 
aside the domestic enquiry had passed an order 
giving opportunity to the 2nd party to justify their 
action against the 1st party. Accordingly the 2nd 
party had examined' MWs 2 to 5 and WW1 also was 
recalled and examined as well as cross examined on 
merits. 

(12) Tt is the case of the management, that on 
ihe negligent act of the 1st party one fatal accident 
had occurred on 27-5-1987 resulting the death of 
another workman Muthu. Therefore, the manage¬ 
ment had issued' a charge-sheet and conducted the 
enquiry against lorn. After getting reply from the 
workman Ex. M2, the enquiry was conducted on 
the issuance of notice Ex. M3 " to workman and 
accordingly the Enquiry Officer namely the MW1 
Ipd conducted the enquiry and given his find ; nvs 
Ex. M6 based on the enquiry proceedings Ex. M4 
and ord'*r sheet Ex M5. He had also given his 
final findmgs Ex. M7. On issuance of 2nd show:- 
caus- notice Ex. M8 by 2nd party and after re¬ 
ceiving the reply from the 1st party Ex. M9, the 
dismissal order was passed Ex. M10 by accepting 
the said findings of Enquiry Officer. But as I sta¬ 
ted above the entire domestic enquiry was set nsffie 
bv this Tribunal on the ground of failure of natural 
justice^. 

(13) Therefore, now it i$ for this Tribynal to, 
cons : der as to whether the action taken, by thet 
management againrt the 1st party is; testified 
under rules- and provision of law as specified iff. 
the schedule to reference. It is the 
burden cast on tfae management to prove 
the negligent act of 1st party. To discharge the 
su'd burden, the 2nd party b»d totally examined MWs 
2 to 5 and marked Fxs. Ml to M10 But the MW2 
who was a General Labourer at the rim- of accident 
on 27-5-1987. had not deposed anything aparnst the 
14. p'rtv to pitovc the rlleped act of negligence by 1st 
p°rtv. But on the offier hand cv=m in chief exami¬ 
nation the MW2 himself admitted that the 1st party 
’nsoected the work done bv others, <4so 
admitted in his cross examination at para 5. 
of his deposition that the 1st p'‘rtv had made ins¬ 
pection correctly and that the safety department was 
look'ng aft-r die wooden timber and its condition, 
and that h-’ did not know who was the officer in the 
Safety department. Therefore, the evidence of M w 2 
ir no wav would help the 2nd nnrtv to prove the 
charge against the 1st party namely “the act of negli¬ 
gence”. 

(141 The evidence of MW3 Sii Sarjvnnan who 
worked ns a driver at die lime of accident on 
77-5-19R7. also would reveal even in rc-rxanvnation 
that it’" 1st nmlv had done Vs work ctvrrentlv on 
25-7-1987. Therefore, the MW3 also had not any¬ 
way proved the said charge against the 1st party. 

pSt Will’ll we r.orne try the evidence, of MW4 
pamelv Sri nnrwoathv Jov who was worH-w as a 
Foreman at the time of accident on 27-5-1987 it can 



110 THE GAZEITfc OF INDIA : JANUARY 3,1 998/PAUSA 13, 191S> [Part II— Sec, 3(ii)] 


be seen that though he had stated that he had given 
instruction to the 1st party, he had conceded even in 
chief examination that lie did not know whether the 
1st party acted negligently or not. That apart the 
MW4 in cross examination while giving details about 
the accident had admitted at para 4 as follows :— 

“1 have not seen the accident, General Fore¬ 
man, supplies the safety materials. The 
workmen has to carryout the work with the 
safety materials supplied, R&D section 
checks the materials before it is supplied, I 
do not personally know whether on the day 
of accident ll&D checked the materials 
given to the 1st party workman”. 

He also admitted at paia 5 of his deposition in 
cross examination that : 

“He did not know as to whether the Jst party 
had followed his instructions or not”. 

(16) Hence, the argument of learned counsel for the 
2nd party who mainly relied on the evidence of MW4, 
that the evidence of MW4 would be suffi¬ 
cient to prove the negl'gent act of the 1st 
party, cannot be accepted. Because when the 
respective foreman namely MW4 himself had ad¬ 
mitted that there was another section (v>7.) R&D to 
check the materials before they were supplied and 
he had no personal knowledge as to whether the 
R&D section checked the materials given to the 1st 
party. The management also had not examined any 
of the persons worked in the R&D section who sup¬ 
plied the materials on the date of accident to prove' 
the materials supolied on 27-5-1987 were checked nnd 
found correct. Even the entire evidence of four MWs 
(i.e.) lto4 would not reveal any positive and con¬ 
crete proof aginst the J st party to accept the charge 
against the 1st party. Hence, I hold that the evi¬ 
dence of MW4 will not in miv way prove the charg# 
against the 1st party (i.e.) the act of negligence, 

(17) Lastly the management had examined 1VTW5 
(i.e.) one Sri Pandian who was workTig on 27-5-87 
at the place of accident. Though he was able to 
explain about the accident, but some how other he 
was also not in a position to say whether the mate¬ 
rials supplied to the 1st party on 27-5-1987 were 

roperly checked or not and whether the 1st party 
ad acted negligently or not. But unfortunately for 
the management the said witness MW5 also in his 
cross examination Ird stated that he h"d not seen how 
the acc'dent took place and in rc-examination he 
specifically admitted that : 

■ “Tire 1st party had done his work correctly on 
that day”. 

(18) Therefore, witnesses examined on the fide of 
the management namely MWs 2 to 5 k prove the 
charge against the 1st party namely his act of negli¬ 
gence had not stated any act of neffipent on ihc 1st 
party. But on the other hand total result of *hc evi¬ 
dence would show th«t the 1st party had done his 
work correctly. That apart the Ft party 


himself as MW1 had emphatically opined that he had 
not committed any act of negligent both in his reply 
notice, pleadings as well as in his evident as WW1 on 
merits. He had stated that, he had inspected the mate¬ 
rials given to him on that day and after inspection, 
he had also informed to Majstry Kamian that the 
materials were alright according to the 1st party, 
Maistry Kannan was to supervise the woik at the 
spot. Which had been corroborated by MWs 3 and 
5 that the 1st party had given instructions to Maistry 
Kannan. 

(19) If that be the evidence both on the side of 1st 
party and management it is a bounden duty of the 
management to examine the said' Maistry Kaiman to 
substantiate their charges against the 1st party but 
unfortunately the said Maistry Kannan had not been 
examined. It cannot be accepted that the 1st party 
could have examined the Maistry Kannan when he 
defending the case against him. This lacunae also 
would effect the case of the 2nd party. 

(20) Further the 1st party on issuance of the show- 
cause notice for the charge Ex. Ml had sent his 
reply dated 13-9-1987 which had been marked as 
Ex. M2 by the 2nd party. Even in the said reply the 
1st party had stated iu para 2 as follows : 

“I have to bring to your kind notice the place 
was inspected by me and was found in tact. 
No foreman visited the spot to check the 
same what I have done. Inspection of 
sections by the foreman was very poor. I 
have already reported that the rope which 
was used by th® deceased was Manila, The 
Nylon rope should be used and as the same 
was not available I was directed to use the 
maniTa rope. The platform was established 
and for the visit of officers this was removed 
for them to move freely for (he inspection 
of site of accident. There is no negligence 
on my side the snapping has been occurred 
as the rope used by him was Manila”. 

The 1st party also asserted the same stand in his 
second show-cause notice at paragraphs 2 and 3. But 
even then the management had not placed any mate¬ 
rial as to whether the statement given by the 1st party 
in Ex. M2 was correct or whether the management 
had taken steps to ratify the defects pointed out by the 
1st party in his reply notice Ex. M2. This could be 
another circumstances in favour of the 1st party or 
against the 2nd party namely the 1st party had taken 
-ill precautions within his limit to show that he Ind 
discharged his duties properly and even admitted by 
tire MWs 2 and 5-. 

(21) At the time of domestic enquiry the manage¬ 
ment had marked Exs. Ml to M10 about which I had 
detailed above. But those documents in no way help 
the management to prove the guilty of the 1st party 
since the findings of Enquiry Officer based on those 
docimrnts had not been accepted by this Tribunal by 
passing an order of setting as*de the domestic en¬ 
quiry. Therefore I hold that the 2nd party had not 
proved the charge as detailed in Ex. Ml and the 
punishment of dismissal awarded by the 2nd party to 
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the 1st party under their order in Ex. M10 has to be 
set aside. 
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(22) If that be the decision, then we have to con¬ 
sider as to what relief the 1st party is entitled. As I 
discussed above when the charge against the 1st 
party had not been proved then the dismissal order 
based on the said charge will not find place, then 
naturally the 1st party is entitled for reinstatement in 
his old position. But at the time of the argument, the 
learned counsel for the 1st party had conceded that 
during the pendency of the present proceedings before 
this Tribunal, the 1st party had attained his age of 
superannuation and he also fairly conceded that there 
could be no need of passing of any order of reinstate¬ 
ment. Admittedly the 1st party was working in the 
mine (underground) at the time of accident therefore 
it is clear that he was an underground worker and not 
su r face worker as argued by the learned counsel for 
the 2nd party. But as per the circular issued by the 
2nd party dated 30-3-1970 the retirement aee for the 
underground workers had been fixed as 58 years. 
Therefore, I am of the opinion that (he superannua¬ 
tion age of the 1st party could be at 58 years, 

(23) Hence, 1 hold that the 1st party is entitled for 
full and entire monetary benefits from the dNe of his 
dismissal to till the date of the attaining the 
age of superannuation at 58 years. Further as 
I poined out earlier this Tribunal on the 
application made by the 1st party had fixed 
Rs. 1385—95 as his interim relief as per its order 
dated 30-8-1991. That apart the 1st pat tv had not 
placed rny other figures for his subsequent mon-t*ry 
benefits therefore, I am of the opinion that it is for the 
management to calculate the entire and full monetary 
benefits payable to the 1st party from the date of 
dismissal till the date of his superannuation avc at 58 
years and has to pay the full amount after deducing 
the amount already paid by the management towards 
his interim relief. 


ffT.xr. 39 .—sfafffoF frw nfirSm, 1947 

( 1947 TT 14) Tl Erm 17 % TOffiTA if, 

TOP T, |Trj Titst UT^rr T XPtT rRT 4T dgrtf 

MWu Tbr 34% wuiTi % dfa’, if 

fafTP sristTw fPTRr h rx tfhtflfrrr 

*lf>:TTTO, PTTR % TffiU gft Jrwfwief TVft j£, 
%ffff-f Tf 2-12-1997 IfFsT ^srr 

«rr 1 

[T®rr n.r-f-43012/15/ 8 9- srHisrrc(fipr. )] 

. trrT. t fa*, p-ffflTrir 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 39.—In pursuance of Section 17 ol" the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bangalore 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Bharat Gold Mines Ltd., and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
2-12-1997. 

[No. L-4 30121) 5! 89-1R (M : sc.) J 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRTBUN AL-CUM-LABOU R COURT 
BANGALORE 

Dated Wednesday the 26th day of November, 1997 


AWARD 

(24) In the result the action of the management of 
M/s. Bharat Gold Mines Limited, K.G.F. in dism : ss- 
ing Sri K.R. Kannabiran. Miffing Mate, T, No. 2674 
from service w.ei. 25-1-1988 is not justified and 
hence the drirffissal order dated 25-1-1988 is hereby 
set as'de. Further the 1st oartv is entitled for his full 
ami entire monetary benefits from the date of dis¬ 
missal till he attained the age of superannitmion at 
58 years to be calculated in accordance with the 
rules and conditions prevailing then and naid to the 
1st oanv after deducting the amount which had'been 
pa 5 d bv the man«S!em"nt to the 1st purtv towards in¬ 
terim relief and together with, the cost of Rs. 500 con¬ 
sidering the entire proceedings from the date of 
entertaining of this nroceedmvs till the date of passing 
of this award. Submit to Government. 

(25> (Dictated to P A. transcribed by him, correct¬ 
ed and signed bv me on this Wednesday, the 26th 
day of November, 1997). 

K. MOHANACHANDRAN. Presiding Officer 


PRESENT: 

Sri K. Mohnnuchandran, B Sc. B.LD.LAL. 
Presiding Officer 

Central Reference No 91 [89 

I Party : 

Sri, G. Munisamy 

No. 62, Henry’s Driver Lane 
Dorgaum PO, KGF-563120, 

(Represented by Sri. V. 

Gopal Gowda, Advocate) 

v. 

II Party ; 

Managing Director 

M|s. Bharat Gold Mines Ltd., 

Oorgaum P.O. KGF-563120. 

(Represented by Shii T. 

Rajaram Advocate 
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AWARD 

In this reference made by Honourable Central Gov¬ 
ernment under its order No. L-43012|15]89-IR 
(Misc) dated 7-12-89 the point for adjudication is as 
follows: 

“Whether the action taken by the management of 
Bharat Gold Mines Limited in retiring 
Sri. G. Muniswamy from service with effect 
from 1-1-86 is justifiable. If not, to what 
relief Sri. G. Muniswamy would be 
entitled?" 

(2) The 1st party’s brief contention in the claim 
statement are as follows: 

The 1st party joined the services or 2nd party 
as Labourer in the year 1945 and from 
1957 to 1969 had worked as a Mistry from 
1969 to 1980 and from 1980 to 1986 had 
worked as Foreman. The ist party was 
born on J 6-4-1931 as per his school records. 
But when he jo'ned the services of 2nd 
party they have wrongly entered his date of 
birth in the service records which was not at 
all known to the 1st party until he was 
served with a notice of ref rente nt stati ng 
that the 1st party had attained the age of 
58 years and as such he would retire from 
service w.o.f. 1-1-1986, Bu it is factually 
incorrect as the 1st nartv would compile 
58 years only : n the vear 1^89 and rnuld 
have continued in sendee till 1-1-1990 as 
per his correct date of birth. 

(3) Even otherwise the 1st party would have con¬ 
tinued in service till he attained the are of 60 years, 
as he was working on surface after 1970, in view of 
the special bullefn dated 4-3-1974 issued bv the 2nd 
party with regard to the age of superannuation. The 
1st nartv after receiving the notice of retirement lv>d 
made oral requests to the 2nd nartv to re.-r v -»v'W.r 
his case and to continue his services till he attains the 
a?e of 60 vears as oer his correct date of birth. But 
the 2nd d : d not consider the request of the 1st party. 

(4) Further, though the school records clearly 
shows that the date of birth of the 1st nartv as 
16-4-1931, the 2nd nai'tv had failed to make nccessaiy 
corrections in the service records of the 1 st party and 
thus the wrong entry made by the 2nd party with 
regard to date of birth of the 1 st party remained un¬ 
altered. Therefore, the ace of sunerannuation arrived 
at on the basis of wrong entry of date of b : rth is arbi¬ 
trary and illegal. 

(5) Further the 1st narty had put in confminus 
services of more than 240 days as defined under 
Section 25B of the I.D. Act and the 2nd rwrtv d ; d 
not comolv with the provisions of Section 25F clauses 
(a) and (b) of the I.D. ^ct. The 1st party was not 
given retrenchment compensation and as such the 
premature retirement of the 1st party amounts tc 
illegal retrenchment and is not sustainable. Hence, 
the action of the 2nd party hi retiring the 1st party 
w.e.f. 1-1-86 is not justified and the 2nd party has to 
reinstate the 1st party in his original post with all 
the consequential benefits, 

(6) The concised averments of the 2nd party in 
their written statement are as follows ■ 


The 1st party joined the services of 2nd party on 
3-10-1945 as General Labour and had 
retired as Foreman. The 1st party was 
born on 16-4-1931 i, not correct and the 
2nd party is not aware of it. Further the 
1st party had not furnished any documen¬ 
tary evidence at the time of his employ¬ 
ment during 1945 as proof of recording his 
age and has declared his year of birth as 
1927. So, as no date [month of the year of 
birth is indicated full benefit upto the end 
of tire year of his birth was given and ac¬ 
cordingly he was served with a notice of 
retirement from 1-1-86 on attaining the age 
of superannuation of 58 years. 

(7) The 1st party in the year 1964 had field P.F. 
declaration and nominat’on form in which his year of 
birth ,- s noted as 1927, and the same was duly ack¬ 
nowledged and signed by the 1st nartv. The 1st party 
has quoted the wrong reference indicating superannua¬ 
tion age at 60 f or surface workman and 58 for 
underground workmen. The comnanv vide Ref. No. 
2B dated SO-S-^O brought uniformity in the age of 
retirement at 58 for both surface and underground 
employees. However, all surface workmen abendv in 
service on 28-3-70 were allowed to continue in ser- 
vice upto the age of 60 years in accordance with the 
nles (lien in fo 1 :c for such category. 

(81 Infact, the retirement age of 1st party was re¬ 
vised from 55 to 58 in order to bring uniformity in 
stirement age of all employees without difference for 
underground and surface and the circular dated 
30-3-70 issued in (his regard is shown in Anncxure- 
B. So the 1st pa> y worked right through in Under 
ground his age eat Her fixed as 55 years was subse¬ 
quently fixed as 58 is correct and hence comparing 
the surface workman litigation is absolutely baseless, 
in view of the fact that he is an underground Work¬ 
man right through. 

(9) The application of the 1st party regarding con¬ 
tinuance of service till the age of 60 years was not 
considered as he was an underground employee and 
in whose case the age of retirement is 58. A specific 
mention has been made under item 5 of the circular 
that those who do not then take the Opportunity of 
producing the necessary ev ; dence as to their correct 
date of birth, it shall be presumed that their date of 
birth as recorded in the service cards P.F. declara- 
lion forms is correct and no further representation on 
this aggpunt will be entertained. Further, the last 
date fifed as 31-3-64 was extended upto 30-4-64 vide 
circular No. 2 date 2-4-64 as shown in Anne\ure-D 
and the cop : es of the same has been endorsed to the 
Trade Unions functioning in the organisation at that 
time. But the 1st party has not produced any docu¬ 
mentary evidence at that time. 

(10) The retirement of the 1st party on 1-1-86 at 
his age of 58 is legal and does not amount to unfair 
labour practice and victinfsation and hence it does 
not attract retrenchment under Section 2(ooJ of the 
I.D. Act and the question of complying that the pro¬ 
vision of Section 25F, Clauses (a) and (b) of the ID. 
Act docs not arise. Therefore, the prayer of the 1st 
party has to be rejected. 
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(11) This is a case where we have to decide oil 
merits of the case namely what could be the proved 
real age of superannuation. As we see from the 
notes order dated 19-11-90 my learned predecessor 
had passed an order that iht point for determination 
in this case had been co.veied by the schedule tu Ihc 
reference. As i quoted earlier as per the schedule to 
the reference it is the bounded end initial but den of 
the 2nd party to prove as to whether their action 
taken against the 1st party making him letire from 
seivice w.c.f. 1 - 1-80 on the alleged age of super¬ 
annuation Is justified. 

(12) To discharge the said initial burden the 
mana° 'merit had examined only one witness namely 
their Personal Manager as MW1 and marked their 
docummt.s Exs. Ml to M4. According to the MW I 
Ex. M! could be the service card of the 1st Party and 
accordingly the date of birth of the 1st party could be 
the year 1927. But MW1 himself admitted in his 
cross-examination at para 3 of his deposition that : 

“I do not know when Ex. Mi was opened and 
by whom. 1 do not know who has made the 
entries >n Ex. Ml and when Ex. Ml re¬ 
lates to Nandydrug Mine, it is not true to 
suggest that the date of birth mentioned in 
Ex. Ml is not the date of birth given by the 
1st party Ex. Ml has been maintained for 
office purpose”. 

(13) Therefore, the above said clear admission 
made by a responsible officer of the 2nd party namely 
the Personal Manager will no way help the manage¬ 
ment to discharge their initial burden of proving their 
stand on the alleged correct date of birth of the 1st 
party namely 1927 as only particular shown in Ex, 
Ml against tire column of the “date of birth”. As 
admitted by the MW1 even the Ex. Ml though con¬ 
tained a column “signature and left thumb impres¬ 
sion” which was meant for the 1st party is being left 
blank and the said portion has been marked as 
Ml (a) duiing the cross examination of MWl. 

(14) Further the 2nd party management had also 
relied on Ex. M2 namely a declaration and nomina¬ 
tion form for P.F. But is not known as lo what pur¬ 
pose Ex. M2 was marked by the management. Even 
as per the evidence MW2 in cross examination at 
para 4 “the date of birth” of the 1st party is not 
mentioned in P.F. form Ex. M2 and the learned 
counsel for the 2nd party had also not placed any sort 
of argument as to explain the purpose of marking 
Fx. M2 therefore it is needless to say that the 2nd 
party cannot seek any help from their own document 
Ex M2 to discharge their above said initial burden. 
Therefore, it is clear from the documentary evidence 
and from the evidence of MWl that the 2nd party had 
no positive and direct proof to show a correct date of 
birth of the 1st party. 

(151 But when the 2nd party had not discharged 
their initial burden as shown in the schedule to the 
reference T am unable to s^e any force in the argu¬ 
ment of learned counsel for the 2nd party that insp'fit 
of the opportunity raven to the 1st party under the 
notification issued bv the. management on- o« 
0-12-1963 marked as Fv. M3 and another on 3-4-6/ 
marked as Fx. M4. the 1st pnrtv has pot placed h« 
correct date of birth as aliened bv him now 

(16) Bccmwe even the above s;nd Ex, M3 notifi¬ 
cation dated 2-17-63 contain^ the following wmdmus 

at part 1: 

VUS 01197-—!). 


“The SuperintendemjHead of department will 
have a list prepared of all worker engaged 
prior to 1-1-56 showing their names, T. Nos. 
and date of birth as recorded. This fist 
will be put on the Minejdepai trnent notice 
board and a copy given to each of the unions 
functioning in these establishments by 
10-12-63. Workers should be asked to 
examine their date of birth as notified and 
in case they dispute the same to produce the 
following evide leers) on or before 
31-3-1964 

(a) An extract from the birth Register mam- 
tamed iiy the Registrar of Births and 
DeathsiHcalth Officer, Tahildar duly sup¬ 
ported bv a statement either from the 
village Munsiff or President of the Pan- 
chayal to the effect that the extract re¬ 
lates to the individual concerned. 

(b) A certificate of date of birth from a school 
recognised by the Government. 

(c) Baptism certificate in the case of Chris¬ 
tians. 

(d) Original horoscope duly certified by an 
affidavit in support thereof. 

(e) In cases where it is certified by the Regis¬ 

trar of Births and Death|Health Officer 
that the records have been destroyed and 
are not available, the concerned indivi¬ 
dual may submit an affidavit in proof of 
his date of birth. 

(17) Hence, from the above said relevant portions 
of Ex. M3 notification it would be clear that the 
management had instructed their Superintendent! 
Head of the department to put the above said notifi¬ 
cation in the notice board of the relevant department 
and also by sending a copy of the same to the union 
functioning to enable the v-m-kcis to avail the oppor¬ 
tunity given by lire notification to make their repre¬ 
sentation regarding any correction in their date of 
birth, That apart the management also specified the 
mode of proof for accepting the date of b ; rth shown 
by the employees as their correct date of birth but 
thooeh the onlv witness for the management namely 
the Personal Officer was able to mark Ex. M3 and 
M4 notifications he was unable to explain as to whether 
the sard notifications were exhibited in the notice 
beard of the department where the present 1st Party 
was working. Even though the MWl in chief exa¬ 
mination had stated that the 1st party did not give any 
representation to 2nd party foi correction of his dale 
of birth as per the notification Exs. M3 and M4 and 
that if an employee had not given exact date of birth 
Ci.e.) date, month he would he reined at the end of 
the vcnr which had been given bv ffie enrolovee But 
as J pointed out earlier there is no direct evidence on 
the sifie of the management that the fst pm tv find an 
opportunity to see the said notification and he had 

the contents of the notification. That too 
oart'cntm-lv the proforma of not ye appended to 
Fw saa Pnt onlv specified the mode of evidence to be 
provided bv pic eniplov i es (;’, to e'l to prove the 
Hub- of hirih In oar wl f h notification, it hud also 
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specified that the employees should be iaformed as 
per the tabular columns which contains : 

PARTICULARS OF THE DATES OF BIRTH OF 
EMPLOYEES RECRUITED PRIOR TO 1-1-1956 

~sr 'NAME: T.~No7X~ Date of 

No. Deparlmeni birth as 

recorded 


Therefore, it is very clear the intention of the 
management to publish the said notification could be 
only to inform their employees about the entry of 
their respective date of birth in the company and 
further more to give opportunity to the employees 
for the production of suitable evidence as specified 
above to correct the company records regarding correct 
date of birth of the employees but unfortunately the 
management in the 1 present case had miserably failed 
to prove that the 1st party herein had been properly 
informed and given opportunity as per the said 
Ex. M3 notifications and notice appended thereto. 
Even though the 1st parly had emphatically detved 
any knowledge about the said notification. 

(18) The 1st party as WW1 to prove his pleadings 
at para 1 under page b had clearly deposed that about 
his knowledge to the notification as follows : 

“At no point of time was I informed by the 2nd 
party treat my date of birth was in 1927 and 
not 1931 no notice was issued to me in¬ 
forming me that they had noted down my 
date of birth as 1927, 1 came to know of 
the discrepancy of fiiy age when 2nd party 
issued superannuation notice in 1985,” 

At page 2 under para 3 of his chief examination, he 
further deposed that 

“I am not aware of the notification calling upon 
ns to get our date of birth rectified, I do 
not know that thy date of birth has been 
entered wrongly'.’’’ 

(19) Inspite of tftfe above said concrete denial by 
the 1 st party about the above said 'notification to my 
surprise he had not been cross examined by learned 
counsel for the management about the said notifica¬ 
tions not even a suggestion put to him tc show that 
he had knowledge about the said notifications. Ex. M4 
is another notification to extend the time for the 
correction of the date of birth uptc 30-4-1964 but 
even there-is no direct evidence on the side of (he 2nd 
party to show that the 1st partv was informed or 
he was made to known about the above said notifi¬ 
cation Ex. M4 therefore in such circumstances T am 
of the opinion- that Exs. M3 and M4 are in no wav 
helpful to accept -the argument placed for the 2nd 

.party-that since-the 1st partv had not availed the 
onoortunitv for correction of bis date of birth, the 
claim of the 1st oartv for correction of his correct 
date of. birth within the limited period fixed bv the 
management under-the said notification cannot be 
accepted. 


(20) Again to answer the said pleadings of the 
2nd party in their written statement, that even if wc 
consider item 5 of the circulars as specified by them 
at para 5 at page 4 of their written statement, it had 
been decided and specified by the management that 
on failure of the employee to place sufficient and 
acceptable evidence to enter their correct date of 
birth in the records maintained by the manageemnt 
the date of birth entered in their respective service 
cards or F.F. declaration would be. taken as correct 
and no representation would be accepted. But in the 
present case as I discussed above the management 
had not proved proper d ue, month and year of his 
birth. Hence, the case of the management based on 
the said circular cannot be accepted. 

(21) Therefore, it is clear that neither the oral 
evidence of . the only witness of the management 
namely the MW1 noi the entire documentary evidence 
namely'Exs- Ml to M4 had proved the case of the 
management nor help them tc discharge their initial 
burden as per the Schedule tc the reference . There¬ 
fore, T find no force in the argument of the learned 
counsel of the management that the 1st party had 
not proved his correct date of birth as stated by him. 
Hence with respect, I am of the opinion that the 
authorities relied on by the learned counsel for the 
2nd party namely (1) AIR 1990 Supreme Court 
Page 850 (Chief Medical Officer v. Khadeer Khadri) 
and (2) AIR 1988 Supreme Court Page 1796 
(Biradmal Singhvi v. Anand Prolnt) arc not appli¬ 
cable to the facts of the present case. 

(22) Further, it is well settled law that only a 
■ party Who have been directed to prove their initial 

burden must discharge their said burden properly then 
the opponent side must be in a position to discharge 
their shifted burden. But as I narrated above, in 
the present case the 2nd party had not discharged 
their initial burden. But inspite of it, the 1st party 
had placed both oral and documentary evidence to 
prove his correct date of birth as 16-4-1931, Again 
the 1st partv had specifically pleaded that his correct 
date of birth could be 16-4-31 and at Ihe time of 
joining with the 2nd partv be bad produced the 
school certificate to show bis and said correct date 
of birth. To substantiate the above sa d pleadings 
the 1st partv as the WW1 had deposed at page 1 
at para 1 as follows : 

“My date of birth is 16-4-31. I left the sihnol 
in 1944 November, 1 was working ir Nandi- 
durg Mines, T joined in 1945. When I joined 
II partv I have given mv date of birth as 
16-4-1931. Then I showed my transfer 
certificate Ex- W-1 to the officials of II 
Party. They noted down the date of birth 
and gave me back Ex, W, 1.” 

(23) But inspite of the above said speeffie plea¬ 
ding and corraborated evidence of the 1st partv 2nd 
party had not attempted to produce any records or 
particulars to show the relevant materials or records 
produced by the 1st party at the time of bis ioinmg 
the duty even though it was admitted bv the 2nd partv 
that the 1st party joined the services of 2nd party in 
the year 1945. Again if we peruse the Ex. W1 fviz) 
school transfer certificate produced by 1st party, it 
would show date of birth of 1st partv as 16-4-31. The 
above said school certificate Ex. W1 had been filed 
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before this Tribunal by the 1st party along with his 
application IA2 for reconfornting delay in filing the 
said transfer certificate. 

(24) That apart this Tribunal after giving oppor¬ 
tunities to the 2nd party who then opposed strongly 
to receive the above said Ex. Wi. But this Tribunal 
which condoning the delay had passed an order on 
13-9-93, as we could see the notes order, that (he 
said I.A. c,ould be allowed on the reasons stated by 
the 1st party and further observed that it was for 
the 2nd party to show the said transfer certificate 
could not be admissible or brought up or could not 
be relied upon. But, unfortunately, in spite of the 
above said specific order of this Tribunal the 2nd 
party had not taken any sort of attempt and to dis¬ 
prove the Ex. Wl transfer certificate. Therefore, I 
am of the opinion that the 1st party, to the extent 
possible, had proved its correct date of birth under 
law. 

(25) But the learned counsel for the 2nd party 
had contended that even for argument sake if 
16-4-1931 could be the correct date of birth of the 
1st party when admittedly the 1st party had joined 
the 2nd party company in the year 1945 his age at 
his joining could be only 15 years and that the 1st 
party, being the minor in 1945, could not have 
joined in the company and in such circumstances he 
could not rely on the said date of birth 16-4-31 as 
specified in Ex. Wl. To support the said argument, 
learned counsel for the 2nd party had telied on 1990 
LAB I.C. Page 750 (Union of India and another v. 
Davichand Sharma) wherein the Hon'ble High Court 
of Punjab & Haryana at para 13 of the judgment 
had observed as follows; 

"that the plaintiff, though cannot be denied to 
assert that nis date of birth is .Apiil 1, 1937 
would yet be estopped from claiming that 
for his service purposes his date of 
birth he treated as that, because that date 
of birth would have prevented him from 
regular entry into the service. Rather it 
would falsify 1 him with regard to the dec¬ 
larations he made at the time cf entry into 
service. So, tor the purposes of service he 
is inextricably gripped to the date of birth 
which he got recorded at the time of his 
entry in service.” 

(26) But with respect I am of the opinion that the 
observation made in the above cited decision of the 
Hon’ble High Court of Punjab &^faryana is not 
applicable to the facts of the present case. Because it 
is well known fact that, even to-oav child labourers 
are in practice in many pi tees of India and it is need¬ 
less to say that in those days That too in the year 
1945, the,, same practice could have been followed. 
These, opinions can be easily formed not without any 
materials but only on the lias's of the evidence of the 
MW1. The MW1 at para 6 of his deposition (cross- 
examination) had deposed that : 

“I am not aware whether they were appointing 
the boys of 15 or 16 as labourers”. 

He also admitted that he joined the 2nd party only in 
the year 1973. In ' uch circumstances the only wit¬ 
ness namely MW1 would not be in a position to say 
from any records of the management as to whether 


the 1st party would have been appointed at his age of 
i5 or not. Therefore, I am unable to accept the 
above said argument of the learned counsel of the 
2nd party and I hold that Ex. Wl cannot be rejected 
on the said ground. 

(27) Again the learned counsel for the 2nd party- 

also relied on ILR 1992 Karnataka Page 554 (R. 

Kuppuraj v. BG.M.L.). But if we peruse the entire 
judgment, it is clear that the observation made in the 
above said judgment, by the Hon’ble High Court of 
Karnataka, will not be applicable to the present case. 
Because the 2nd party had miserably failed to prove 
that the 1st party had known the particulars of entry 
made in the records of the 2nd party regarding the 
date of birth of 1st party but failed to coriect the 
same within the specified limitation period. 

(28) Therefore, on materials placed before me it 
is very clear that the correct date of birth of the 1st 
party could be om> 16-4-31 as proved by the 1st 
party and not as 1927 as stated by the 2nd party. If 
that be, the fact, his correct age of superunnuaton at 
his 58th age could be only on 16-4-1989 and not on 
1-1-1986 as stated by the 2nd patty. Therefore, Ihold 
that the 2nd party is not justified in retiring the 1st 
party from service w.c.f. 1-1-1986. 

(29) It has been conceded by the learned counsel 
for the 1st party that during tlie pendency of this 
case, the 1st party had attained the age of superannua¬ 
tion and that there need not be any direction to the 
2nd party for reinstatement of the 1st party but any¬ 
how since the management had wrongly made the 1st 
party to retire on 1-1-86, I hold that the 1st party is 
entitled fot entire and full monetary benefits from 
1-1-86 till 16-4-89 (i.e.) upto his correct age of super¬ 
annuation as if he could not have been made to retire 
on 1-1-86 and thus deem to have been continued in 
service upto 16-4-89. Further, the 1st party had not 
placed any particulars about his last drawn pay either 
in his pleadings or evidence hence I hold that since 
all the relevant records and materials could be avail¬ 
able only with the 2nd party, the 2nd party must be 
given direction to calculate the entire and full mone¬ 
tary benefits payable to the 1st party as per the then 
prevailing rules and service conditions between 1-1-86 
and 16-4-89 and the entire due amount has to be 
paid to the 1st party in lumpsum. 

AWARD 

(30) In the result, the award is passed that the 
management of M|s. Bharat Gold Mines Ltd. is not 
justified in retiring the 1st party Sri. G. Munisamy 
w.e.f. 1-1-86 and hence the said order of retirement 
passed by the management against the 1st party is 
hereby set aside and that the 2nd party is hereby 
directed to calculate the entire and full monetary 
benefits payable to the 1st party between the periods 
1-1-86 and 16-4-89 as per the then prevailing service 
rules and conditions and pay to the 1st party in 
lumpsum within 2 months from the date of passing 
of this award. Submit to Government. 

(31) (Dictated to F.A. transcribed by him, correc¬ 
ted and signed by me on this Wednessday. the 16th 
day of November, 1997. 

K. MOHANACHANDRAN, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 40—In pursuance of Section J7 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
heieby publishes the Award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial tribunal, Bangalore as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bharat Gold Mines Ltd. and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government on 
2-12-1997. 

[No. L-43012/27/89-IR(Misc.)J 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, BANGALORE 

Dated, Friday the 28th day of November, 1997 

PRESENT : 

Sri. K. Mohanachandran, B.Se,, B.L.D.L.A.L- Presiding 
Officer. 

Central Reference No. 21/90 

I Party 

Sri A. Manickam, 

S. T. Block, Door No. 777, 

Corgaum P.O.. KGE-563120. 

v. 

II Party 

Managing Director, 

M/s. Bharat Gold Mines Lid., 

Corgaum P.O., KGF-563120. 

AWARD 

In this Central Reference made by Honourable Central 
Government under its Ordei No. T,-43012/27/89-lR(Misc.) 
dated 29-3-90, and the point for adjudication is as follows: 

"Whether the management of B.G.M.L., KGF. is ins¬ 
tilled in dismissing Sri A. Manickam, General La¬ 
bourer, T. No. ,3134, NundVdroog fyfine from ser¬ 
vice w.c.f. 7-2-89. If not, to -what relief is he 
entitled ” 

(2) The 1st party’s cOncised averments in his claim state¬ 
ment are as follows : 

The 1st party had worked with the 2nd party for nine 
years. lie was issued with a show-cause notice 
dated 7-12-88 making untenable allegations which 
attracts misconduct under clause 15(b)(12) and (34) 
of the standing orders of the 2nd .party. The 1st 
party submitted bis reply for (he show-cause. But 
the 2nd party, being not satisfied with it. had held 
a domestic enquiry and after conclusion of the 
domestic enquiry, the Enquiry Officer submitted bis 
findings to the 2nd party which is perverse, biased 
and unreasonable. 

(3) Subsequently the 2nd party had issued a second show- 
cause notice dated 24-1-89 to the 1st party and (be 1st party 
replied for the same stating that he is innocent and that 
he was falsely implicated in order to Victimise him just 


because he had querclled with his superior on a genuine 
ground. T he 2nd party without considering the material on 
recoid and on propondciarit of probabilities and without 
applying bis mind independently, had issued a dismissal 
older dated 7-2 89 without notice or any compensation in 
lieu of notice undei standing order's clause 15(a)(7) 

(4) The 2nd party before passing the dismissal order had 
failed to go Enough the tact that the charge-sheet itself is 
untenable. Because tire charge is that the 1st party was 
'tealing (lie materials u’on? with two others, whereas neither 
charge-sheet was issued nor domestic enquiry was held against 
the said others Further, the 2nd party hud failed to see 
a vital aspect (re.) the alleged crime did not take place at 
all. If at all n had happened, the Foreman should give 
wiitten complaint against the 1st party and a police com¬ 
plaint also should have been lodged in this regard. But 
neither complaint of the Foreman nor a police complaint 
was lodged. Thciefore, the action of the 2nd party in 
dismissing the 1st patty is absolutely bad in law. 

15J The 1st party's dismissal from service without notice 
and wnthout compensation is wholly unfair, unreasonable and 
unjustified and accordingly the impugned order of punish¬ 
ment is bad in law and bas to be set aside. Hence, the 
1 st party plays to pass an award holding that the 2nd party 
had not justified its action in dismissing die 1st party from 
service and the 2nd party has to reinstate the 1st party in 
his original post with all consequential benefits, 

(6) The brief aveuiicnts of the 2nd party in their written 
statement are as follows : 

The 1st party was issued with a charge-sheet under 
Clause 15tb)(12)(34) of the standing orders and tho 
1st party had submitted his reply. As the said 
explanation was not satisfactoiy, notice of domestic 
enquiry was served to the 1st party. The 2nd 
party had extended all opportunity to the 1st party 
to defend his case as per rules and principles ol 
natural justice. After scrutinising all the evidence 
on record the Enquiry Officer had rendered 1 his 
findngs. The 1st party was indulged in act of 
stealing gold therefore the charge-sheet was issued 
to the 1st party. Since it is a theft case the Dis¬ 
cipline y Authority did not find any mitigating cir¬ 
cumstances to reduce punishment. Moreover his 
past service records was also scrutinised before issu¬ 
ing order of dismissal. All the other averments 
contra are denied as false and 1 baseless, Hence, tho 
prayer of the 1st party has to be rejected. 

(7) My learned predecessor on the above said pleadings 
on 22-9-90, as we could see from the notes order, had fra¬ 
med n preliminary issue to the ellccl that; 

“Whether the 2nd party proves that it has held the do¬ 
mestic enquiry against the 1st party in accordance 
with Jaw." 

Then after examining the MWI and marking Exs. Ml to 
M8 and Exs. M4 (a) to IV14 (b) to him and WW1. my 
learned predecessor on 19-11-92 passed an order on preli¬ 
minary point holding that the domestic enquiry held against 
the 1st party was fair and proper and was in accordance 
with principles of natural justice. 

(8) Subsequently he hud given opportunities to place evi¬ 
dence on victimisation relying on If.R 1992 Karnataka 673 
as we could see in the notes order dated 19-11-92. Accor¬ 
dingly since the learned counsel for the 1st party had re¬ 
presented on 7-5-93 that they had no evidence on victimisa¬ 
tion the case was posted for argument on perversity of the 
findings. Then, on the request of the learned counsel for 
both the parties arguments had been heard by me. 

(9) Therefore, it is clear that at this stage, since this Tri¬ 
bunal bad already given finding that the domestic enquiry 
conducted by the 2nd party as against the 1st party was 
proper and in accordance with principles of natural justice, 
and us 1 none of the parties have placed any more further 
evidence, now it is for this Tribunal to decide about the 
perversity of the findings of the Enquiry Officer and on the 
question of victimisation etc. based on evidence already on 

recoid. 
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(10) To discharge lo the initial burden of the management 
as per the schedule to reference and to prove the charge 
against the 1st party, the management had totally examined 
7 witnesses before Enquiry Officer. Among those 7 witnes¬ 
ses the 1st witness namely Sri Sanjccvruju who was working 
as a Foreman at ihe time of occurence in question had de¬ 
posed as an eye witness to the occurrence. When we peruse 
his entire evidence recorded by the Enquiry Officer, it would 
be clear that he had been the 1st party while he was poun¬ 
ding the GBQ (gold) along with other 2 workers. He, in his 
evidence, had also clearly explained about the conduct cf 
the 1st party. He being die eye witness to the occurrence, 

J am of Ihe opinion that the relevant portion of his evidence 
will be helpful for proper discussion in this case. 

(11) The said foreman Sri Sanjeevraju as 1st witness be¬ 
fore tlie Enquiry Office! in chief examination had stated as 
follows : 

“On 6-12-88, instead of passing through the south 
ladder way I want down through north ladder way 
and crossed the middle bench of No. 42 Bk. and 
stood there. 1 observed from that point where 
some people were working these people shouted at 
me as “don’t come, don’t come" alleging that, there 
is some handing loose. Inspitc of their shouting 
1 have crossed these working crew and stood on the 
broken ore from there I have seen Sri Manickam 
T. No. 3134 and other two employees were poun¬ 
ding the gold bearing quartz on bearing the noice 
made by the crew members working near the mid¬ 
dle bench two among three already pounding the 
GBQ ran away and T could not recognise them." 

(12) Further the same witness while narrating the subse¬ 
quent conduct of the 1st party had given the following 
details ; 

“Then I huve seen Manickam going to scrapper pocket. 
Immediately I called Manickam and enquired re¬ 
garding pounding the GBQ pieces. He then reques¬ 
ted me that he won't do hereafter wards the illegal 
thing and pardon him I did not agree to his ver¬ 
sion and immediately called Section agent through 
Sri Samu, T. No. 718 the Section agent came to tne 
spot, inspected and found some GBQ pieces and 
powder. He has asked Manickam what is this 7 
And how these GBQ pieces and powder lying there. 
Then Sri Manickam again requested tho section 
Agent that, he won’t do this further and requested 
to pardon him. The section Agent did not agree 
to his words". 

(13) The said witness also further deposed about the con¬ 
duct of the 1st parly and in what way he has tried to des¬ 
troy tho important material evidence against him. 1 wish 
to quote his words as follows to that effect; 

“Then section agent informed me to stay there and went 
to 36 level plat to inform the Manager. Meanwhile 
Manickam pushed me while I was standing near 
the GHQ pieces and started throwing the GBQ 
pieces to the ore pass. While he was doing so and 
throwing the remaining GBQ pieces I tried to pre¬ 
vent him from doing so by putting foot on bis 
hand but still forcibly he has taken his hand and 
throw the GBQ pieces lo the pro pass. In this pro¬ 
cess he sustained injury to his left hand thumb on 
which I laid my foot to prevent throwing the GBQ 
pieces Alteiwards T went to 36 plat where the 
section Agent was there. Then I narrated what 
had happened, at that time the section Agent was 
telephoning to the Asslt. Manager about the 
incident. 

Again he had also deposed as to how the 1st party tried 
to escape from the scene as follows : 

“At that time Sri Manickam was at 36 plat which was 
communicated to the Asstt, Manager by the Sec¬ 
tion agent. The Asstt. Manager instructed the sec¬ 
tion Agent and me lo keep Manickam at 36 plat 
itself. By over hearing this Sri Manickam ran 
away from 36 to 38 plat, Inspitc of the section 
Agent calling him to he at 36 level. Then Sri 
Manickam went down to 38 level and he came up 


to surface. When he came up to surface, a preli- 
minaiy enquiry was held N. G. S. Manager’s room." 

(14) Therefore, the above said clear evidence of an eye 
witness would reveal ihal the 1st party Sri Manickam 
along with other had involved in an illegal act pounding 
the materials which contained gold, liven though Sri San- 
jeevrajn had not been cross-examined on that day (i.c.) 
on 21-12,-88 hut later request of the 1st party the Enquity 
Officer had allowed the 1st party to cross-examine the said 
witness on 3-1-89. Hut none of tho details given by the 
said eye witness in his chief and cross-examination had 
been controverted or denied by tho 1st party. Not even 
a suggestion but even in cross-examination the eye witness 
Si i Sanjeevraju had asserted the main illegal act of the 1st 
party. That apart bis evidence in cross-examination would 
specify the distance between ore pass and the place of occur- 
lance would be 20’. It could also pvobabjise that the 1st 
party could have thrown what he had taken and pounded 
from the mines illegally. Hence, the argument of the lear¬ 
ned counsel for the 1st party, namely the 1st party could 
not have thrown the said material within the distance of 
20' and that the evidence of MW] namely Sri Sanjeevaraju 
to that effect, could not be accepted. 

(13) That apart the evidence of only eye witness (viz.) 
Sn Sanjeevaraju also would show that prior to the occur¬ 
rence he doubled some illegal activities which were going 
on among Ihe workmen in the same place of occurrence. 

I herefore, lie wanted to take steps and accordingly he 
watched every movement of workers eaiefully and vehe- 
jnentnlly and thus found out the occurrence in question. That 
apart his evidence further shows that while the 1st party 
had attempted to throw the material evidence (i.e.) pounded 
gold lie pressed the lelt hand of 1st party with his legs and 
which caused some wound on the left thumb of 1st party. 

(16) The said version, namely causing of wound to the 
1st party on his left thumb by the 2nd party bad been cor¬ 
roborated by the Medical Officer namely 2nd witness bc- 
iorc Presiding Officer. The said doctor had cxainined the 
1st parly and issued a certificate Bx. M4 (f). The doctor in 
his evidence had asserted that the said wound found on left 
thumb of the 1st party was a fresh lacerated wound with 
skin avulsion. To support him the 1st party himself had 
admitted in his evidence that he had been sent to the hos¬ 
pital on 6-12-88 for the treatment of wound on his left 
thumb, But the above said evidence of the Chief Medical 
Officer had not been controverted or contradicted either by 
1st party oi his defence Representative one Mr. Arumugam 
the then Vice President of Union, Therefore, the presence 
of wound on 6-12-88 as proved by the Doctor would clearly 
corroborate and substantiate the evidence of the 1st witness, 
to show that the 1st party had involved 1 in the occurrence 
as spoken by the said Sri Sanjeevraju. 

(17) Again as 1 poinlcd out above Sri Sanjeevraju speci¬ 
fically slated as follows : 

"While he was doing so and throwing the remaining 
GBQ pieces I tried to prevent him from doing so 
by putting foot on his hand but still forcibly he 
has taken his hand and throw the GBQ pieces.’’ 

Therefore, evidence of the said eye witness would clearly 
prove the illegal act namely theft of gold committed by the 
1st party. 

(18) That apart, as I quoted above, the same eye witness 
bad also cletuly stated in his evidence that immediately after 
the occurrence he had informed and detained, the occurrence 
to the section Agent who have been examined by 2nd party 
as 3rd witness before the Enquiry Officer. Ihe 3rd witness 
(viz) Sri Samboo would cleaily corporate the evidence of 
the 1st witness regarding the information passed by 1st wit¬ 
ness to 3rd witness in connection with the occurrence in¬ 
volving the 1st party. The 3rd witness also corroborates 
the evidence of 1st witness to show that after hearing Sri 
Snnjetviaju and when lie found the 1st party on the 38 
level he had enquired with 1st party about the occurrence 
but Sri Manickam replied that he wanted to go to the hos¬ 
pital. But the 3rd witness though pot explained the mode 
of occurrence as spoken by the 1st witness lie had deposed 
that immediately after the occurrence the 1st witness had 
explained and detailed about the entire occurrence as spoken 





118 


THE GAZETTE of INDIA ; JANUARY 3, 1998/PAUSA 13,'1919 " tPAjn II—Sjsc. 3(ii)] 


by the 1st witness. The 3rd witness further deposed that 
lhe.Asstt. Personal Manager (witness No. 6 before the EO) 
had conducted the preliminary enquiry on the basis of in¬ 
formation given by Sri Sanjeeviraiu the 1st witness. 

(19) The Asstt. Personal Manager as 6lh witness (i.e.) 
Sri Gcoige before the Enquiry Officer had completely cor¬ 
roborated the evidence of 1st witness and 3rd witness about 
the information passed by the 1st witness regarding the com¬ 
mitment of the said alleged illegal act by the 1st party 
immediately afler (he occunence. Therefore the evidence of 
6th witness .also would support the evidence of 1st witness 
to prove the guilt of the 1st party Sri Manickam. 

(20) Further, the evidence of 5th witness (i.e,) Sri Ravi 
and 7th witness (i.e.) Sri Edison Rose also would show that 
on the date of occurrence and time as spoken of by the 1st 
witness the 1st witness and the 1 1st party were seen at 38 
level and they were talking with each other. Though 5th 
and 7th witness would say that they did not see the exact, 
occurrence, their evidence would corroborate'the evidence 
of 1st and 3rd witnesses to show that immediately after 
occurrence they had seen the 1st party and the 1st witness 
at the place of occurrence, 

(21) In particular the 7th witniss namely Sri Edison 
Rose had detailed about the circumstances under which he 
was asked by the 1st witness in the presence of the 1st party 
to call the 3rd witness immediately. 

(22) Apart from the above detailed oral evidence placed 
by the 2nd party before the Enquiry Officer, the evidence 
of Enquiry Officer as MW1 and the evidence of the 1st 
party as WW1 before this Tribunal would totally reveal that 
the 1st party had been given ful] and proper opportunity in 1 
the domestic enquiry and Enquiry Officer had recorded the 
evidence of all those witnesses of 2nd party only after giving 
full and proper opportunity to 1st party that too in the pre¬ 
sence of the 1st party and his representative Sri Arumugam, 
Vice President of Union. The MW1 namely the Enquiry 
Officer before this Tribunal had deposed the procedure adop¬ 
ted by him in domestic enquiry and also marked the Exhi¬ 
bits namely chargesheet (Ex. Ml), reply of the 1st party to 
charge-sheet (Ex. M2), notice of enquiry (Ex. M3), en¬ 
quiry proceedings of the Enquiry Officer (Ex. M4), findings 
of the Enquiry Officer (Ex. M5). 2nd show.came notice 
issued by the 2nd purty to 1st party (Ex. M6), reply oT the 
1st party to the 2nd show-cause notice (Ex. M7), dismissal 
order passed by the 2nd party against the 1st party (Ex. 
M8), Further signatures of the 1st party in Ex. M3 as Ex. 
M3(a), in Ex. M4 as M4(e), findings of the preliminary 
enquiry of the Enquiry Officer is Ex. M4(b), proceedings 
of the Enquiry Officer as Ex. M4(c) and complaint given 
by Sri Sanjecvraju against the 1st party Ex. M4(d), signa¬ 
ture of the 1st party in Ex. M7 as Ex. M7(a) had been 
marked through the MW1., 

(23) But in spite of the above said evidence of the man¬ 
agement both oral and documentary before this Tribunal 
the 1st party except his oral evidence in the point of the 
above said preliminary issue not placed either oral or docu¬ 
mentary evidence to support his defence. That apart not 
only before lhc Enquiry Officer but also before Tribunal he 
had not chosen to examine any' of the co-lahourers who had 
worked along with him on the date and time of occurrence 
eilher to support his defence or lo falsify the case of the 
management. 


(24) In such circumstances even if we consider the oral 
statement given by the 1st party before the Enquiry Officer 
and before this Tribunal, it would be clear that bis allega¬ 
tion and motive against the witness of the 2nd party cannot 
be accepted as he had not cross-examined them to that 
offect Now he had stated those allegations nt first opportu¬ 
nity, in the earliest point of time given to him namely reply 
to the 1st show-cause notice. In reply Ex. M2 datem 
7-12-88, the 1st party had simply denied the charge namely 
the illegal activity of gold stealing and his involvement on 
the said date. Off course it is true that in his 2nd show- 
cause notice Ex. M2 the 1st party somehow or other bad 
developed some allegations against the 1st witness before 
the Emr by Officer namely Sri Sanejecvraju But as 1 said 
earlier since he had nut availed the 1st opportunity m the 
month of December ’88, while sending his reply Ex. M4 


I am of the opinion that all the allegations made against the 
witnesses of (he management particularly against the above 
said 1st witness viz. Foreman Sri Sanjeevraju are only a 
Cock and bull story and cooked up for the purpose of the 
present case. The above said opinion can be formed, be¬ 
cause if really there was any enmity between the 1st party 
and Sri Sanjeeviraju as spoken hy the 1st party in connec¬ 
tion with the allotment of the work to the 1st party he 
would have examined any one of his co-worker to support 
the above said allegations against Sri Sanjeevaraju. But as I 
said earlier he had not chosen to do so. In such circum¬ 
stances 1 hold lhat the 1st party not only failed to contra- 
vert both oral and documentary evidence placed by the man¬ 
agement against 1st party but also not suepeedefi on his 
attempt to create some doubt or prejudice on the witness 
of the management. Hence, f find that the defence placed 
by the 1st party in all aspects cannot be accepted. 

125) Therefore, as I elaborately discussed above the wit¬ 
nesses of the management both before the Enquiry Officer 
and this Tribunal had. coiroborately and cogently proved 
the charge against the 1st party that the 1st party had com¬ 
mitted a theft of gold while he was working in the 2nd 
party on, 6-12-88 in accordance with rules and law provided. 
Hence, 1 am unable to accept the arguments of the learned 
counsel for the 1st party that the Enquiry Officer had not 
given proper reasons for his decision and hence his findings 
must be rejected as perverse. Because, if we peruse the 
findings of the Enquiry Officer namely Ex. M5 it would be 
clear that he had discussed all the material evidence placed 
before him and also gave necessary and proper reasons for 
his findings on the issues framed by hVn connecting with 
the case against the 1st party namely Sri Manickam. Hence, 
with respect I am of opinion that the case law reported 
in 1986(1) LLJ page 101 (between Anil Kumar and Pre¬ 
siding Officer and others) (Supreme Court) and relied on 
by the learned counsel for the 1st party is not applicable 
to the facts of the present case. 


(26) But, at the, same time with respect I am of opinion 
that the authorities relied on by the learned counsel for the 
2nd party namely lhc case between (T. Seeralan and the 
Presiding Officer 11 Addl. Labour Court and others) repor¬ 
ted in 1986 (II) LU page 85 (High Court of Madras) 
could be a direct and relevant authority connected with the 
facts of the case in our hands. In the above said judgement, 
the Hon’ble High Court of Madras had held at para 4 at 
page 86 as follows : 

“Regarding charge of theft, both the Disciplinary Au¬ 
thority and the Tribunal on a meticulous analysis 
of evidence on record, have held that, the charge 
had been proved. Oner such a finding is rendered, 
which is an offence punishable under Indian Penal 
Code, it would be against interests of other Work¬ 
men and industrial development, if adequate pun¬ 
ishments are not imposed when offences under 
Indian Penal Code are established, He could have 
been prosecuted. Company having chosen to pro¬ 
ceed by a domestic enquiry, based on the Standing 
Order, this Court considers that there is very little 
scope for any generosity to be shown Or to bring 
into existence minor punishments for such dereli¬ 
ctions. Committing theft had been considered as a 
penal offence in the interest of society to maintain 
law and order in the country and to strike out 
standards. When they occur m industries, would 
be detrimental to the interests of the Nation, if a 
different approach is made mainly because he is a 
workman under I D. Act.” 


(27) That apart as I quoted earlier the evidence of Sri 
anjeevraju Hnd Manohar before the Enquiry Officer would 
how that the 1st party also had given oral confession 
efore them and admitted his guilt and pleaded for pardon, 
herefore, il is clear that apart from the positive and pro- 
er evidence placed bv the management against the 1st 
arty in connection with the charge in this case, the above 
rid ora) confession which could be accepted, as it had not 
een denied by the 1st party during the cross-examination 
ould also strengthen the case of the 2nd party. Because, 
s relied on by the learned counsel for the 2nd party in a 
ase between (Hindustan Aeronautical Limited v K. 
hanmugam and others) reported in 1992 LAB. IC. Page 




119 


[«tptTI— tir 3 (ii) ] 


'flT T? T T4 T rSTT * : WTTr) 3 , 199 s/qVt ] 3 1 91 it 


705 the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka had held at para 
13 and 14 as quoted as the Head note of the above cited 
case as follows : 

"it could not be said that the workman wns not aware 
of the consequences of non-furnishing correct par¬ 
ticulars while seeking employment. When the 
workman had himself pleaded guilty, there is no 
necessity for the enquiry officer to proceed further 
with the enquiry and there was nothing for the 
management to enquire further by leading further 
evidence. When the admission was there, even 
non-application of the principles of natural justice 
will not weigh much. It could not be said that 
the charges levelled against the workman were 
vague and indefinite and they did not amount to 
the misconduct of wilfully makinq false declara¬ 
tion regarding aqc, auahflcation and experience in 
the application fob employment. Thus the appro¬ 
val of the proposal order of dismissal could not 
have been denied.” 

(28) Hence, as I detailed above, both by 'direct and cir¬ 
cumstantial evidence the 2nd party have, proved the charge 
against the 1st party that he had committed an illegal a'ct of 
theft of gold while lie was working on 6-12-88 and this Tri¬ 
bunal cannot invoke Section 11A of the I. D. Act in view 
of the above quoted authorities placed by the counsel for 
the 2nd party. 

AWARD 

(29) In the' result an award is passed that the manage¬ 
ment of M/s. Bhahat Gold Mines Ltd.. K.G.F. is justified 
in dismissing Sri A. Manickam. General Labourer. T. No, 
3134 from service vv.e.f. 7-2-1989 and hence the 1st party 
is not entitled for nnv relief and thereford the reference is 
hereby rejected, Parties are directed to hear their own 
cost. Submit to Government. 

(30) (Dictated to P.A. transcribed bv Mm, corrected and 

siened by me on this Friday the 28th day of November. 
t997), ’ 

K. MOHANACHANtlRAN. Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 10th December, 1997 

S.O. 41.—In pnisaiance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal. Bangalore as shown in the Annexurc 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Union Bank of India and theii 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 10-12-97. 

[No. L-12012/204 /90 -IR( B-TT)1 
P. J. MTCHEAL, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL-CUM-I.ABOUR COURT BANGALORE 

Dated Wednesday, ffie 3rd day of December, 1997 
PRESENT : 

Sri. K. Mohanachandran, B.Sc., B.L., D.I., A.L., 
Presiding Officer 

Central Reference No. 57/90 

I Patty 

Sri. Veerappa S. Chandragi, 

Kumbar Oni, Maneli-591117, 

Taluk; Soundalti, Dist; Belgaum. 

(Karnataka). 

V. 

If Party 

Deputy General Manager. 

M/s. Union Bank of India. 

Zonal Office South-11. 

‘Chandrakiian’. 

PB No. 5179, 10-A, Kasturba. 

Road, Bangalore-560001. 

AWARD 

In this Central reference made by Hon’ble Central Govern¬ 
ment under its order No. L-]26l2/304/90-IR,B.(II) dated 
12-10-90 the point for adjudication is as follows :— 

"Whether the action of the management of Union Bank 
of Tnd'n in terminating the services of Sri. 
Vee-appa S. Chandragi, Mini Deposit Collector, 
w.e.f. 18-3-85 is justified ? If not, to what relief 
the said workman is entitled to ?” 

2. The brief averments of the 1st party in his claim 
statement are as follows; 

The 1st party joined the services of 2nd party of Manoli 
Branch on 23-1-1975 as Mini Deposit Collector. The 1st 
party was issued a letter of termination from service dated 
18-3-1985 by the 2nd party. While terminating the services 
of 1st party no allegations were made, no charge-sheet was 
"wued, enquiry was also not held, no notice in lieu of 
nay was issued to him mid no comoensation was paid hence 
the termination of the 1st party from service was without 
any valid reasons and wns abrupt and arbitrary and the 
same against the principles of natural justice. The 2nd 
party had not followed the provisions of ID. Act, 1947 
and principles of natural justice in terminating the services 
of 1st party and hence the termination is illegal. The 1st 
party raised a dismite before the Assistant Labour Comr 
rrrssioner (Central), Mangalore regarding hi' illegal ter¬ 
mination, and claiming re’nstatement with full back wages 
based on the award of the Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad 
about Derosit Collectors to which the 2nd party was also 
a party 

3. The termination of 1st party from service is abrupt, 
arbitrary and the 1st parly is deemed to be in the con¬ 
tinuous service of the 2nd party. It is therefore, prayed 
that the termination of service of the 1st party from 
18-3-85 is arbitrary, abrupt, illegal and void. Hence, 
the 1st party has to be leinstated from 18-3-85 with all 
benefits and also should pay interest on the arrears of 
°alaiy etc. together with costs of this proceedings. 

4. The eoncised averments of the 2nd party in their 
written statement are as follows; 

The service conditions of Mini Deposit Collecting Agents 
of the Batik including the 1st party are not governed by 
the contract of Agency entered into between the parties. 
The 1st party was not appointed as workman and; there 
was no relationship of employer and employee between the 
1st parly and the 2nd party but the relationship was only 
as principal and an agent. The award passed by the Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal, Hyderabad in I.D. No. 14 of 1980 does 
not provirlj reinstatement of Mini Deposit Collecting Agents 
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with full back wanes as stated by the 1st narty. Hence, 
the question of leinstatcment of the 1st pgiiv in service 
as Mini Deposit Collecting Agent does not arise at all. 

?. The Indian Bank Association have filed a W.P, No. 
0781 of 1989 in the High Court of Andhra Pradesh challeng¬ 
ing the said award of the Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad 
and the Hnn'ble High Court vide its order dated 20-7-89 
also stayed the operation of the award as it relates to 
absorption of (he Mini Deposit Collecting Agents. 

6. The brief averments of the 2nd party in their 2nd 1 
additional written statement are as follows; 

The 1st parly is not a workman as defined under Sec¬ 
tion 2(s) of the l.D. Act and the reference has to be rejected 
on thks ground alone. The 1st party was a Mini Deposit 
Collecting Agfent and entered into contract with the Bank 
as Agency under which the 1st party was to collect deposits 
for the Bank from the public. The 2nd party appoints the 
agents on contract as per terms agreed to in writing in the 
form of agreements. These Agents were paid commission as 
stipulated in the contract of agency and no timings, were 
fixed. The 2nd party had no control whatsoever with re¬ 
gard to agents perform (heir part of the contract under 
the agreement. 

7. The agents were not appointed like any other em¬ 
ployees of 2nd party nor they were governed by any 
Awards /settlements or any service conditions. In such 
circumstances the 1st party who was a Mini Deposit 
Collecting Agent, cannot claim to he a ‘workman’ of the 
2nd party. Hence, a preliminary issue (o the effect he 
framed and (lied before going into (he other aspects of 
1 ho reference; 

8. The 1st nartv was entered into contract wilh 2nd 
party w c.f. 23-1-197? and was carrying out the obligation 
under the contract as Mini Deoofit Collecting Agent. The 
termination of the contract is ns per the terms of the 
contract entered into between the 1st party and 2nd fsnrtv. 
r nd as such it v odd not amount to retrenchment under 
Industrial law. The termination of an emplovpe under n 
stipulation provided for such termination under the con¬ 
tract does not constitute retrenchment ns defined under 
S-ction 2(oo) of the l.D, Act. 

9. Under Section 2foot (bbi a termination effected in 
terms of the contract under the powers reserved under the 
eohtrncl would fall outside the nurivew of retrenchment 
hcnc" on this ground even it is held that the 1st narfv 's 
a workman, the termination does not constitute retrench¬ 
ment. The 1st pnrtv entered into contract with the 2nd 
narfv on 23-1-7? and d'd not ioin the servres of the 2nd 
nartv as stated hv him Therefore the reference o f the 
trt nnrlv has to b 1 rejected with costs. 

10. Though the 2nd narty had filed I.A. 1 before my 
learned predecessor for flaming of preliminary issue namely 
ns to whether the 1st rirtv was a workman under the 
2nd party. But subsequently sindo the counsel for the 
2nd party had not rresred the “aid I,A. hut agreed 1 to 
consider the said point at the time of final argument, the 
I.A was dismissed as we could see the notes order dated 
15-5-1 y0,2. In such cimumstunces mv learned predecessor 
had dechb'd that the schedule to the deference is an i'sue 
to he decided in this present case and no separate issue need 
he framed. 

11. Hence, I am of opinion that before giving decision 
on the merits of the above said points in the case it is 
necessary to decide as to whether the 1st party was a work¬ 
man under the 2nd party. It is contended by the 2nd party 
that the 1st party was not a workman os defines! under l.D. 
Act and the present reference based on the dispute raised 
by the 1st party cannot be dealt with before this Tribunal 
under l.D. Act The 2nd parly both in his written state¬ 
ment and additional written statement had stated that Ihe 
Et nsrtv was port a workman as defined under Section 2(s) 
of lire I D. Act which runs as follows :— 


the terms of employment he express or implied and 
for the pm poses of any proceeding, under this 
Act in relation to an industrial dispute, includes 
any such person who has been dismissed, discharg- 
, ed or retrenched in connection wilh, or as a 

consequence of, that dispute, or wlv.ise dismissal, 
discharge or retrenchment has led to that dispute”, 


1Z. But as correctly pointed out by the Union represen¬ 
tative of the 1 st party that the workman had worked as 
Mini Deposit Collecting Agent (i.c.) as Pigmy Agent under 
the 2nd party as a Mini Deposit Collector under the Mini 
Deposit Collecting Scheme started by the 2nd party. The 
contention of the 2nd party could be that the 1st party 
was not a legular worker under the 2nd parly Bank unJ 
he had not signed any attendance register, he had not been 
iegularly controlled by tire 2nd party, not even paid any 
regular salary hv the 2nd party hut he was working only as 
a Mini Deposit Collecting Aejnf for which he was paid 
only commission based on the amotunt collected hv him 
But as contended by the 1st party (he 1st party was ap¬ 
pointed only by the 2nd party as Mini Deposit Collecting 
Agent. The above said contention of the 1st narty have 
been corraboraled or even supported by E.xs. Ml to 1 M9 
namely Mini Deposit Collecting Scheme bill prepared bv 
me 2nd party for the 1 st party herein. Ex'. Mil and M13 
would show that he had also been issued with l.D. Card 
ot the Bank Though the 2nd narty relied on iheir Cir- 
M p’i tu Cf 27 ' f? - 197fi (a copy of which is marked as Ex. 

cannot seek any help from that circular as it 
could he the guidelines to be followed by all the branches 
ot Karnataka towards or against the Mini Deposit Collec- 
ti-ii Agents who could resign suddenly and stop collection. 

* ls V l,e (h!,t Flf s. Ml tol M9 would show 

that the 1st party was paid only commission and not anv 
remuneration like salary etc. But as relied 
on by the Union representative of the 1st party, a case 
(between the Management of Indian Bank and (1) Presid- 
ing Officer IntlLisnal Tribunal (Central), Madras f2) Smt, 
M. Seethalakshminmmal. a Mini Deposit Collecting Acenf) 
reported, m 1990(1) LLJ page ?0 it had been decided bv 
* ii ■ n b e H ' ch (7ourt Madras (Divisional Bench) while 
ol owpe e decision of our Hon'hle Supreme Court repor- 
2V" 1 T _ nr "f 2K8 in a rn'-e of State of Assam 

v. k anak Chandra Dutta (heir Lordship at page *6 para¬ 
graph 9 had observed as follows : h 


‘thirdly the remuneration of the Tiny Deposit Agent 
is fixed in the agreement. Fx. M.3 us well ns the 
appointment letter, Fx. M.2. Though, it is called 
commission, it will still lo be remuneration as de¬ 
fined by the decisions of the Supreme Court as 
well as the definition of wages in the Act In 

State of Assam v, Kanak Chandra Dutta ( 1968-1- 
L.T-28K). the Supreme Cntrt held that re mu n era- 
tion could he by wav of commission on collections 
In that case the question related to a Munzdar in 
the Assam Valiev. The question was whether be 
held a civil post under the State of Assam and was 
entitled to the protection of Article 311(2) of the 
Constitution. One of the arguments advanced was 
that he could not he considered to hold a civil 
post as he did not draw- the salary. The Supremo 
Court held that a post outside the regularly cons¬ 
tituted services need not necessarily carrv “a defi¬ 
nite rate of pay”, and (hi port of Muu/ndar tarried 
with it a remuneration by way a commission on col¬ 
lections of Government! dues. It was. therefore, 
held that Mauzadar was a person holding civil 
post. It was also noin led out that he need not be 
a whole time emnlovee. Applying the ruling there 
will be no difficulty in holding that the commission 
provided for payment to the second respondent 
under the agreement wilt be hire or reward within 
the meaning of Section 2(s) of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act”. 


(13) Further at page 58 it was also held as follows from 
12lh line to 30lh line; 


“Workman” means miy person (including an appren¬ 
tice) employed m anv industry to do anv manual, 
unskilled, skilled, technical, operational, clerical 
or supervisory work for hire or reward, whether 


‘‘The question before us is whether or. the terms of the 
employment as found in the written contract as 
well as the oral evidence adduced before the Tri¬ 
bunal, the second respondent is a workman as de- 
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defined by the Act. Jf (he definition contained in the 
industrial Disputes Act is satisfied and if the vat- 
inns tests laid down by the Supreme Court arc ful¬ 
filled, then there cannot be any doubt that the 
second respondent will be the workman. .Fust be¬ 
cause the Bank is prevented from employing a per¬ 
son on commission, the second respondent will not 
cease to be a workman as defined by the Act. The 
provisions of the Banking Regulation Act will not 
enable the Bnnk to contend that the second respon- 
denj must be held to be an independent contractor 
even if the second respondent satisfies the definition 
of a workman under Secbon 2('s) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act.” 

(13) That apart though it was slated by the 2nd party 
both in their plendings and cadence through WM1 that there 
was written contract between the 1st party and the 2nd 
party and accordingly the 1st party was not a workman 
under the I.D. Act no documents nor any such contract had 
been filed to substantiate the above said terms of contract. 

(14) Again it had been contended by the 1st party at 
para 10 of his claim statement that : 

“Already in an Industrial Dispute in CR 14/1980, the 
Industrial Tribunal Hyderabad in a question refer¬ 
red by the Government of India as to whether 
Mini Deposit Collecting Agents are workman or 
not and the present 2nd party way also a party in 
the dispute had given a verdict that on 22-12-88 
that the Mini Deposit Collecting Agent were work¬ 
man under Section 2fs) of I.D. Act." 

(15) It was admitted by the 2nd parly in their written 
statement dated 14-1-91 at para 4 that; 

"The Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad had passed an 
award on 22-12-83 and the same has been published 
in Gazetted of India dated 17-6-89 but they had 
contended that the operation of the said award was 
stayed by the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pra¬ 
desh in writ Petition No. 9783/89 filed by the 
Association of the 2nd party namely the Indian 
Banks Association." 

(16) In support of his said pleadings the 1st party had 
marked a copy of the iward passed by the Industrial Tribu¬ 
nal, Hyderabad in the I.D. No, 14/80 dated 22-12-88 as 
Fix. W7. The 1st party had also filed a .xerox copy of judge¬ 
ment of the Hon'blc High Court of Andhra Pradesh passed 
in writ petition No. 9783/89 da ed 28-3-87 which admittedly 
filed against the award in I.D. 14/80. The above said 
F.x, W7 would show that in a same point for a decision in a 
case like Ihe case in our band, after elaborate discussion and 
after adding almost all the Banks in India including the 2nd 
parly Bank as party as per the order of Ministry of Labour, 
Government of tndia, the Industrial Tribunal of Hyderabad 
bad categorically held that the Mini Deposit Collecting 
Agents were workmen under t.D. Act. The above said 
findings have been confirmed by Hon’ble High Court of 
Andhra Pradesh in admitted writ petition 9783/89 in their 
medifled order dated 28-3-1987 (a xerox copy was filed by 
the 1st party). After elaborate discussion while considering 
the entile question on facts and law and after having dis¬ 
cussion on many decided cases including by our Honour¬ 
able Apex Court, the Hon'blc High Court of Andhra Pra¬ 
desh had given a verdict in the conclusive paragraph ns 
follows : 

“Now that we find that all Deposit Collectors are only 
workmen and none can be absorbed as tegular 
employees all of them have to be treated as only 
one category. We would hence uphold and apply 
the decision of *he tribunal of payment of full 
. back wages and incentive commission as well as 
conveyance allowance and gratuity to the Deposit 
Collectors as workmen. Ihe award stands modi¬ 
fied accordingly.” 

(17) Apart from verdicts of the Hon’ble High Court of 
Madras reported in 1990 (1) LLJ page 15 the Hon’ble High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh had given the following findings 
which could be a binding answer to the reasons slated by the 
2nd party for not accepting the 1st party as a “workman’’ 
3236 GII97--16. 


“The question whether tnc liny Depositors arc work¬ 
men was considered by Ihe Madras High Court 
in WA Nos. 222, 545 and 546 of 1994, where 
after extensive examination of the earlier decision 
of the same Court in the Management of the Indian 
Bank vs. The Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal 
(Central), Madras and Another (2. supra) the 
Bench reaffirmed the decision of the Deposit Collec¬ 
tors being workmen. We have already adverted 
to the decision earlier. In the Indian Bank case 
(2 stipra), the Court had taken into consideration 
the different features of ihe job of Deposit Collec¬ 
tors to hold them to be workmen, They had the 
duty to prepare rhe duplicate statement of collec¬ 
tion of the deposit amount in the collection sheets' 
provided by the Bank, remitting the amount on the 
next day to the branch assigned to them. The 
deposit mobilisation is one of the chief functions 
■of the bank. Opening of the account could be 
done only in the presence of an authorised official 
of tile Bnnk though the deposit collector is permit¬ 
ted to receive deposits from door to door. It is the 
Bank official alone who can enroll the customers 
of the bank even if there is recommendation of the 
collection Agent in his favour. Ihe nature of the 
work demands is daily attendance of the deposit 
collector. He has to inform in advance if he is not 
in a positions lo collect the deposits and if he ap¬ 
points a delegate, it has t obe done with the prior 
permission of the Bank. He has also to do some 
clerical work like filling up relevant forms, ledgers, 
pass books etc. He has also to fill up the weekly 
collection Registers and also the Corresponding 
Chnllans. He has to pry JO per cent out of the 
commission due every months towards the security. 
The Bank has the authority lo instruct the Agent 
not to enroll new subscribers at any time. The fact 
that the Agent could terminate the Agency with a 
month's notice to (Ire Bank showed that it was a 
contract of service. The Agent was required to pro¬ 
duce physical fitness certificate which would not 
have been necessary had it only been a contract 
for service. Lastly, it was also a condition that 
the Agent is to be taken t 0 task if any depositor 

dosed the account within a period of two years 

of its opening in which event the Agent was to 
suffer a reduction in the commission. In the 
latter case the Court found such conditions also 
to be more orelss present which persuaded it to 
be in entire agreement with the conclusions rea¬ 
ched in the earlier case." 

(18) Further the Hon’ble High Court of Madras while 

deciding a writ petition No. 18, , 9/'92 as per the judgement 

dated 14-12-93 and in writ petitions Nos. 2090 and 2099 92 
under the judgement dated 6-1-94 had held that : 

“Tiny Deposit Collectors, collecting deposits at door 
steps of customers are workmen ns defined under 
the I.D. Act." (copy of the orders filed by the 1st 
party). 

(19) Therefore, it is clear that the contentions of the 2nd 
party to deny the rights given to Ihe 1st party as a work¬ 
man under the I.D. Act cannot be accepted. In such circum¬ 
stances from the material available on the records namely 
both documents filed by the management nnd the evidence 
of MW1 and WW1 I am of the opinion that the 1st party 
who hud admittedly worked under the 2nd paity as a Mini 
Deposit Collecting agent from to and received commission 
from the 2nd pari is a workman as defined under Section 
2 fs') of the I.D. Act and thr nbove said contention of 2nd 
party based on nlieged contract cannot be accepted. 

(20) Again the MWI also stated in his evidence that the 
said contract will be available in the Rranch at Mannli and 
even in chief examination at para 3 lie had specifically ad¬ 
mitted as follows : 

“the contract between 'he 2nd paity and 1st parly is in 
branch at Manali or Zonal office at Bangalore. 
1 can produce subsequently.’’ 

Hence, it is needless to -ay that even though the respon¬ 
sible officer to the 2nd party namely Branch Manager in the 
Bank ns MWI had stated that the contract was in existence 
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and he would produce such a contract between the 1st party 
and 2nd party, the said contract had not seen the light of 
the day till this moment, and hence it can be legally pre¬ 
sumed that the 2nd party want only suppressed the said 
document and an adverse inference can be drawn against 
the 2nd party. Hence, the above said contention of the 
2nd party based oil the alleged contract of any sort of argu¬ 
ment to support the said contract cannot be accepted. Hence, 
as observed by Their Lordships in the above said iudge- 
ments of Hon’ble H'ch Court of Madras, 1 opine that from 
the records placed namely Exs. Ml to M12 Hnd oral evi¬ 
dence of MW1 and MW1 and other circumstances as spoken 
by the witnesses would clearly establish that the 1st party 
was a workman under Section 2ts> of the T.D, Act and 
hold that Section 2(oo) (bb) of the Act will not and cannot 
applicable. 

21. From the beginning it had been contended by the 
1st party that he had been terminated without giving any 
proper reason and opportunities. Further the 1st party 
had specifically stated that the act of illegal termination 
of the 1st party have been supported even by notice issued 
bv the 2nd party namely Ex. Wl. The said notice dated 
18-3-85 would show that the 2nd party had without any 
reason" to terminate the 1st party except to say that under 
the telephonic instructions dated 16-3-85 with Stf. 
A. J. Narlekar, Branch Manager who was on leave, from 
"Regional Office, the 1st oarty was terminated. But no 
particulars about the alleged te'eohonic Instruction'! had 
hern filed. Though the above said Sri. A. T, Nnrleknr. Branch 
Manager was exnained as MW1 he was not even able to 
explain under what circumstances the termination of the 
1st party was effected, 

22. But gs I pointed out earlier, the reason undier which 
the 2nd party had not accepted the 1st party as their work¬ 
man cannot be accepted under law. Because the wordings 
of the decision at naragruphs 9 and 10 reported in 1990(1) 
T.T.J, Page 56 would run as follows 

"Fourthly, it is in evidence that the nature of work 
of the second respondent demands daily attendance 
In Bank and deposit of the collections majo by 
her on the prior day. Fifthly, the is obliged to 
inform the Bank in advance if she H not in a 
position to make the collections herself and when- 
evon she appoints a delegate, she must do so only 
with the prior permission of the Bank and she 
is bound to fill up relevant forms, ledgers, pass 
books etc. In that evidence of MW2, it is elicited 
that Tinv Deposit Agents have to come to the Bank 
every day to deposit the collections made by them 
and they have to fill up weekly collection Registers 
and also the corresponding challans. It cannot 
be disnuted that the weekly collections registers 
are only in the Bank premises and thev can be 
filled un only inside the Bank premises. Seventhly, 
the a cent has to pav lOrit, out o'f the commission 
due to her everv month towards the Security. 
Fiehtiv. it Is in evidence that the Bank can instruct 
the agent not to enroll new subscribers at any 
time. The provision enabling the agent to terminate 
♦he agency on eiv’nn the Bank n month’s notice 
is the ninth circumstance which goes to show that 
if is a contract of service. Tenthly, the agent is 
bound under the agreement to nroduce ohvsical 
fitness certificate to the Bank. If it is a mere con¬ 
tract for service, there is no necessity for such 
phvs'cat fitness certificates. The eleventh circum¬ 
stance is. tt>e a rent is taken to task when anv 
dfcPOeiter doses the account within a nertryt of 
two venrs from the commence men* thereof There, 
will be a reduction of the commission pavnhle to 
the agent In that event. All the above facta will 
go to nrove that there in sufficient content over 
the work of the agent bv the Bank and that the 
a cent is no f an Independent contractor but part 
nf the organisation." 

21 Therefore m such c'rcum,stances I am of th» orvinion 
that whep the 1st nartv would come under the definition of 
workman under .Section 2fs> and as armed bv the represen¬ 
tative of the 1st nartv and the termination of the 1st party 
would come under the definition of retrenchment under 
Section 2(oo) of the Act. Because there Is po document to 


show that the 1st party had committed any improper or 
illegal or irregular act duimg his tenure a» Mini Deposit 
Collecting Agent nor the Branch Manager namely the 
MW I has alleged any allegations against the 1st party and 
hence his termination caunX be a punishment, The 2nd 
party also not pleaded nor proved any sort of allegations 
against the 1st party in respect of his conduct, or charac¬ 
ter or the mode of v/ork during his service period. Hence, 
the termination cannot be a punishment for the 1st party. 
Therefore, as vehemently atgued by the representative of 
the 1st party, the termination of the 1st party could be 
only nothing but a retrenchment as defined under Section 
2(oo) a, b, (bb) and c. Therefore, in such circumstances I 
hold that if the 1st party is a workman under Section 2(s) 
his termination must be a retrenchment under Section 2(oo) 
and hence I decide the 1st party is entitled to claim the 
entire benefit of Section 25(F) under I.D. Act. But as 
discussed by me above when admittedly the 2nd party had! 
not given any opportunity before terminating the 1st party 
from the Bank, the 1st party is entitled for the benefits given, 
under Section 25F of the I.D. Act. Therefore. I hold that 
the 1st party is entitled for an order of reinstatement in 
the 2nd party Bank in the post where he was working be¬ 
fore his termination together with reasonable monetary 
benefits. 

24. As I decided that the 1st party is entitled to get 
benefits of a workman under I.D. Act and as such the 
management is liable to reinstate the 1st paity. we have 
to consider the back wigjes to. he paid bv the 2nd party 
to the 1st party. The 1st party neither in his pleadings nor 
in his evidence hove placed anv particulars awards back- 
wages. 

25. As relied cn by the union representative of the 1st 
party in the previous case of the same nature in I.D. No. 
14/88 (as per Ex. W7) the Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad 
had given an award at the rate of Rs, 750 per month towards 
backwages for the Deposit Collector or Agents. The 
Hdn’ble Court of Andhra Pradesh also had confirmed! the 
ebove said verdict of Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad which 
lhave quoted supra. The Industrial Tribunal, Tamiinadu 
aho is an Industrial dispute No. 27/1985 had given an award 
dated 2-8-86 following the above said Industrial, Tribunal, 
Hyderabad fixed full back wages for a deposit collector at 
the rate of Rs. 750 per month (a ovpv of the said Older was 
filed by the 1 st party). 

26. In such circumstances I am of the view that consider¬ 
ing the entire facts and circumstances of the case and in 
keening the above said decisions in mind, the 1st party is 
entitled for his full backwages to be calculated bv the 
2nd party taking into account the average commission paid 
to the 1st party nreced'ti" one vrar to the date of ter¬ 
mination to meet both ends of justice. Apart from the cost 
of tins proceedings from the date of registering this case till 
the date of passing of this award. 

27. The exhibit" no* discussed in this award nre not re¬ 
levant and will not in any way affect the operation of 
this award. 

AWARD 

28. The award is passed that the action of the management 
of M/s. Union Bank of India in terminating the ascrvice 
of Sri. Vrcrnnna S. Chandaragi. Mini Deposit Collecting 
Agent w.e.f. 18-3-85 is not justified and the order of termina¬ 
tion dated 18-3-1985 is set aside and that the 2nd party is 
directed to reinstate the 1st party Mini Deposit Collector to! 
the same post held by him on the date of termination with 
continuity of service as per the rules and terms and condi¬ 
tions nrevailing 6or the said post and that t'ie.2nd nartv is 
liable to Pav bill back wages at the rate to be calculated bv 
1 he 2nd nartv. on an average Rmount of commission paid 
b'- the 2 n d nnrtv to 1st pnrtv preceding one war to the 
date of term-nation dated 18-3-84 together with cost of 
Rs. 500 for th's nun-cedin'", and that the arrears of full 
hack wn-cs must he .'"'t hv 'he 2nd nartv in lumnsum within 
a Period r r two mon’hs. Submitt (o Government. 

29. (Dictated to P. A. transcribed bv hbn. corrected by 
me and Signed this 3rd day of December,, 1997). 

K. MOHANACHANDRAN, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 
S.O. 42.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New 
Delhi as shown in the Annexurv, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Chairman, Departmental Canteen 
and Sub-Post Master, Malka Ganj, Delhi and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 8-12-1997. 

[No. L-40012/112/93-1R (DU)1 
K. V. 11, UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI CANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELFLI. 

I. D. No. 100/94 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Hari Babu s/o. Shri Kirori Mai through 
General Secretary, Delhi Labour Union, 
Aggarwul Bhawan, G.T. Road, Tis Hazari, 
Delhi-110 054. 

Versus 

Chairman, Departmental Canteen and SUb-Post 
Master, Malka Ganj Post Office, Malka 
Ganj, Delhi-110 007. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri C. P. Aggarwal : for the Workman. 

Shri V. S. Tyagi : for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012/112/93-I, R. 
(D. U.), dated 24-8-1994 has referred the follow¬ 
ing industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion :— 

“Whether the action of the Chairman, Depart¬ 
mental Canteen and Sub-Post Master Malka 
Ganj, Delhi in terminating the Service of 
Shri Harl Babu S/o. Shri Kirori Mai w-e.f. 


4-3-1991 is justified ? If not, to what 
relief the workman concerned is entitled 

to ?” 

2 . It has been brought to my notice bv die repre¬ 
sentative of the Management that the Hon’ble Sup¬ 
reme Court has in case 1996 LLR 483 Sub-Divisio¬ 
nal Inspector of Posts, Vaikam and others Vs. 
Theyyam Joseph etc. declared P & T Department 
Telecommunication being not an ‘Industry’, 

3. The representative for the workman has, how¬ 
ever referred to 1978 S.C.C. (L & S) 215 Bangalore 
Water Supply and Sewerage Board Ltd. Vs. A, 
Rajappa and others in which Section 2 (j) of the I. D. 
Act reads as under :— 

■‘Section 2(j) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 defines industry to mean any business, 
trade, undertakings, manufacture or calling 
of employers and includes any calling, 
service, employment, handicraft or indus¬ 
trial occupation or avocation of workmen. 
On the question as to what falls within 
and what falls outside the statutory concept 
of ‘Industry’. 

4. The ruling lefcrred by the Ld. representative 
for the workman is of the year 1978 while the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court in its latest judgment of 1996 
LLR 483 held as follows :— 

“Held Directive principles of State policy en¬ 
join on the State diverse duties under Part 
IV of the Constitution and the performance 
of the duties arc constitutional functions. 
One of the duty is of the State to provide 
telecommunication service to the general 
public and an amenity and so is one essen¬ 
tial part of the sovereign functions of the 
State as a welfare State. It is not, there¬ 
fore, an industry.” 

5. In view of this situation since the management 
is not an industry so the reference under section 10 
I. D. Act is not maintainable, tc this Tribunal. 
However, parties are at liberty to approach any ap¬ 
propriate court or forum for redressal of their grie¬ 
vance according to law. Parties arc left to bear 
their own costs. 

Dated : 1st December, 1997. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer. 
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New Delhi,- the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 43.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New 
Delhi as shown in the Anncxure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Videsh Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Dehra- 
dun and their workman, which was received by the 
Central 'Government on the 8-12-1997- 

INo. L-40012/132/91-D. 2 (B)l 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI. 

T. D. No. 7/92. 

In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shn Sohau Singh Rawat S/o. Shri Ranject 
Singh, Village Natlpur, P. O. Raipur, 
District Dehradoon, U. P 

Versus 

Deputy General Manager (D. U.) 

Videsh Sanchar Nigam Limited, 

Ahmad Upgrah Lachliiwala, 

P. O. Doi-vula, District 
Dehradoon—248140. U.P. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri Vitendar Bhandari : for the Workman. 
Shri $■ D. Mohan : foi the Management. 

AWARD 


telecommunication service to the general 
public and an amenity and so is one essen¬ 
tial part of the sovereign functions of the 
State as a welfare State. It is not, there¬ 
fore, an industry." 

3. In view of this s ; tuatic n since the management 
is not an industry so the reference under section 10 
I. D. Act is not maintainable to this Tribunal. How¬ 
ever, parties are at liberty to approach any appro¬ 
priate court or forum for redrcssal of their grievance 
according to law. Parties are left to bear their own 
costs. 

Dated : 1st December, 1997- 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer. 

4ff4r4), SfaTCsn", 1997 
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[4.n_4. 40012/1 2 3 / 9 1-4(2 (sff)] 

4.4f. Jfr. tHF 444 3f(sT4RT 
New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 44.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Ccntial Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New 
Delhi as shown in the Anncxure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Videsh Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Dehradun 
and their workman, which was received by the Cen¬ 
tral Government on 3-12-1997. 


The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012/132/9 , 1-D.2(B) 
I. R. (D.U.), dated 6-1-1992 has referred the follow¬ 
ing industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Videsh Sanchar Nigam Limited, Dehradoon 
in terminating the services of Sohan Singh 
Rawat S/o. Shri Ranjeet Singh w.e.f. 
31-5-1990 is legal and .valid ? If not, to 
what relief the wort man is entitled to ?” 

2. The Hon’blc Supreme Court in case 1996 LLR 
483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts, Vaikam and 
others Vs. Theyyam Joseph etc. laid down the law 
regarding P. &. T. Dep.irtmein|Te!eeommunication 
being not an 'Industry' it was held as follows 

“Held Directive principles of State policy enjoin 
on the State diverse dlilies under Part IV 
of the Constitution and the performance 
of the duties are constitutional functions. 
One of the duty is of the State to provide 


|No. L-400121133191-D2(B)J 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL, 
TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

T.D. No. 3 >92 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Beg Raj Singh S|o Shri Rurey Singh 
C|o Shri R. P. Goyle, 

117, Chander Nagar, 

Dehradun. 

Versus 

Deputy General Manager (D.U.), 

Videsh Sanchar Nigam Limited, 

Ahmad Satellite Faith Station 
Laehliiwalu. 

P.O. Doiwala (Dehradun)-2-18140. 
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APPEARANCES: 

Shri R. P. Goyle—lor the workman. 

Shri S. D. Mohan—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
vide order No. L-400121133j91-D. 2(B) dated 
18-12-91 has referred the following industrial dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication - — 

“Whether the action of management of Videsh 
Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Dehradun in termi¬ 
nating the services of Shri Begraj Singh S|o 
Shri Rurey Singh w.e.f. 15-3-91 is justified? 
if not, what relief he is entitled to ?" 

2. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in case 1996 LLR 
483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts, Vaikam and 
others Vs. Theyyam Joseph etc. laid down the law 
regarding P & T depaitmentlTeleconnnunication being 
not an ‘Industry’ it was held as follows — 

“Held Directive principles of State policy enjoin 
on the State diverse duties under Part IV of 
the Constitution and the performance of the 
duties arc constitutional functions. One of 
the duty is constitutional funteions. One of 
the duty is of the State to provide telecom¬ 
munication service to the general public and 
an amenity and so is one essential part of 
the sovereign functions of the State as a 
welfare State. It is not, therefore, an 
industry.” 

3. In view of this situation since the management is 
not an industry so the reference under section 10-I.D. 
Act is not maintainable to this Tribunal. However, 
parties arc at liberty to approach any appropriate 
Court or forum for redressal of their grievance accor¬ 
ding to law. Parties are left to bear their own costs. 
1st Dec. 1997. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer’ 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S. O'. 45—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 194/ (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the Award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi 
as shown in the Annesure, In the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the mahagement 
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of Chairman|Post Master, Deptt. Canteen, Malka 
Ganj Post Office, Delhi and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 8-12-97. 

INo. L-40012| 168]94-IR(DU)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXIJRE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESIDING 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL, 
TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

LD. No. 103 j95 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Ashok Kumar S|o Shri Babu Ram 

c|o Delhi Labour Union, Aggarwal Bhavvan, 

G.T. Road, Tis Hazaii, Delhi-54. 

Versus 

Chairman, Post Master, 

Vibhagya Canteen, Malka Ganj Post Office, 

Delhi-110007. 

APPEARANCES: 

Shri C. P. Aggaiwal—for the workman. 

Shri B. D. Gupta--for the management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
vide its Ordcf No. L-40012[!69|94-I.R.(D.U.) dated 
17|30-11-95 has referred the following industrial dis¬ 
pute to this Tribunal for adjudication :— 

“Whether the action of the Chairman/Post Mas¬ 
ter, Departmental Canteen, Malka Ganj Post 
Office, Delhi in terminating the service of 
Shri Ashok Kumar w.e.f. 9-3-89 is justified? 
If not, what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled to?” 

2. It has been brought to my notice by the represen¬ 
tative of the Management that the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court in case 1996 LLR 483 Sub-Divisional Inspector 
of Posts, Vaikam and others Vs Theyyam Joseph etc. 
has declared that the P & T department (Telecommu¬ 
nication is not an ‘Industry’. 

3. The representative for the workman has, how¬ 
ever, referred to 1978 S.C.C. (L & S) 215 Bangalore 
Water-Supply & Sewerage Board Ltd. v, A. Rajappa 
& others in which Section 2(j) of the I.D. Act reads 
as under:— 

“Section 2(j) of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 
defines industry to mean any business, trade, 
undertakings, manufacture or calling of 
employers and includes any calling, service, 
employment, handicraft or industrial occu¬ 
pation or avocation of workmen. On the 
question as (o what falls within and what 
falls outside the statutory concept of 
‘Industry’. 

4. The ruling referred by the Ld. representative for 
the workman is of the year 1978 while the Hon’ble 
Supereme Court in its latest judgment of 1996 LLR 
483 held as follows :— 

“Held Directive principles of State policy enjoin 
on the State diverse duties under Part IV 
of the Constitution and the peiformance of 
the duties arc constitutional functions. One 
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of tlie duty is of the State to provide telecom¬ 
munication service to the general public and 
an amenity and so is one essential part of 
the sovereign functions of the State as a 
Welfare State, It is, not, therefore, an 
industry'” 


5. In view of this situation since the management 
is not an industry so tlie reference under section 10 

I.D. Act is not maintainable, to this Tribunal, How¬ 
ever, parties are at liberty to approach any appropriate 
court or forum for redressal of their grievance ac¬ 
cording to law. Parties are left to bear their own 
costs. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
8 fw*5F, 1997 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 45.—In pursuance of Section 17 of die Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers In relation 
to the management of M.T.N. Ltd., New Delhi and their 
workman, which wa* received by the Central Government 
on 5-12-97. 

[No. L-40012/171/94-IRCDD)] 
K. V. B. UNNY. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER. CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 2/95 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Smt. Shakuptla Devi W/c Shri Veer Stagh, 
r/o. J5/397, Tpilok Puri, New Delhi, 
o/o. M.T.N-L- Shramik Unk>n (Regd) 6, CWC, 
Lodhi Road, 

New Delhi-110003. 

Versus 

M/s. Mabanagaf Telephone Nigam L.T.P through the 
Assistant Encineer Cables, Delhi Gate, 

Telephone Exchange 212, Anaf Ali Read, New 
Delhi-110002. 

APPEARANCES : 

Slid H, R. Teewari—with the workman. 

Shri Dine-b Apnanf —for the Management. 


AWARD 

The Central Government id the Ministry of Labour vide 
its Order No. L-40012/17I/94-I.R. (DU) dated 8-12-97 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal for 
nd'udicatlon : 

“Whether the action of the management of MTNL in 
terminating the services of Smt. Shakuntln Devi 
w.e.f. 8-1-92 is justified and legal ? If not what 
relief (ho worker concerned is entitled ?” 

2. The Hon'blc Supieme Court in case 1996 LLR 483 
Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts, Vaikam and others Vs. 
Thevyam Joseph etc. laid down the law regarding P&T 
department/Telecommunication being not an ‘Industry*. It 
was hold as follows - 

“Field Directive principles of State policy enloin on, 
the State diverse duties under Part IV of the 
Constitution and die performance of the duties are 
constitutional function#. One of the duty is of 
tire State to provide teleoanununieation Service to 
the general public and an amenity and so is one 
essential part of the sovereign functions of the State 
as a welfare State. It is not, therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation since the management is not 
an industry so the reference under section 19 I.D. Act is 
not maintainable to this Tribunal. However, parties arc 
at liberty to approach any appropriate court or forum for 
redressal of theu grievance according to law. Parties are 
left to bear their own costs, 

1st Dec. 1997. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 47.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D.E.T., Aligarh and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 8-12-97. 

[No. L-40012/193 /92-IR(DU)l 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATr SHARMA. PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

NEW DELHI 
I.D. No. 35/94 
hi the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Murll Singh S/o, Shri Chat tar Singh, 

through Shvl V. K. Gupta, 2/363-Namner. 

Agra (U,P.)-2S2001. 



[*rr>r II—urs j(ii)] 


Venus 

D.E.T. Door Sanchar Vibhag, 

Alijjaih-202001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Workman in person. 

Shri Kit yam Singh—for the Management, 

AWARD 

The Cenlral Government in the Ministry of Labour vide ’ 
its Order No. 1.-40012/193/92-I.R. (D.U.J) dated 5-5-94 

has referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
tor nd]udication :— 

“Whether the action of D.E.T. Aligarh in terminating 
the services of Shri Murli Singh s/o. Shri Chattav 
Singh is legal and justified 7 If not, what relief 
the workman concerned is entitled to ?” 

2. The case was fixed for arguments when the represen¬ 
tative for the management has brought to my notice a judg¬ 
ment of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India reported in 1995 
LLR 483 in which it was held as follows :— 

“Diicetive principles of State policy enjoin on the State 
diverse duties under Part IV of the Constitution and 
the performance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the duty is of the State to pro¬ 
vide telecommunication service to the general public 
and an amenity, and so is one essential part of 
the sovereign functions of the State ns n welfare 
Stale. It is not, therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation the management is covered 
under the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court and as 
such is not an “Industry”. The Industrial Disputes Act would 
not Hppiv in this case. On this ground alone the reference 
made by the Government is dismissed as this court has got 
no jurisdiction. However, workman is at liberty to approach 
the appropriate authority for redressal of his grievance. The 
parties are left to bear their owr. costs. 

1st Dec. 1997 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer. 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 48.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (I t of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D.E.T., Aligarh and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 8-12-97. 

[No. L-40012/195 /92-lR(DU)J 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURH 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 47/94 

In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Knnti Pd. s/o laic Shri Dhani Ram, 

No Pali Raznpur, Distt. Aligarh. 

Versus 

D.E.T. Telecommunication U.P.. 

Aligarh. 

APPEARANCES : 

Workman in person. 

Shri Kayam Singh—foi the management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of -Labour vide 
its Order No. E-40012/195 /92-LR.D.U. dated 5-5-94 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication :— 

“Whether the, action of D.E.T. Aligarh In terminating 
the services of Shri Kanti Pd. s/o Shri Dhani Ram 
is legal and iuslified ? If not. what relief he is 
entitled to ?" 

2. The case was fixed fur award when the representative 
for the management has brought to my notice a judgment 
of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India reported in 1996 LLR 
483 In which it was held as follows :— 

'Directive principles of State policy enjoin on the State 
diverse duties under Part IV of the Constitution: 
and the performance of the duties arc constitutional 
functions. One of the duty is of the State to pro¬ 
vide telecommunication seivico to the general public 
and an antenitv, and so is one ejiMSijal part of 
the sovereign 'functions of the State as a welfare 
Slate. It is not, therefore, an industry." 

3. In view of this situation the management is covered 
under the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court disputes 
Act would not apply in this ease. On this ground 1 alone 
the reference made by the Government is dismissed as 
this court has got no jurisdiction. However, workman is 
at liberty to approach the appropriate authority for redressal 
of this grievance. The parties are left to bear their own 
Courts, 

1st December. )997. 

C.ANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Offlcer 

fif 8 fafiTiK, 1997 

fiTT.STT. 49.— sfoltfar fTTTT JTftlffi'TtT. 1947 
( I 947 TT 1 4) STGT 1 7 % %^frET BTITT 

tfr.f.iY.. srfiftfr?' % faqWfrf srh: 

Tfi% TRTTff % ’ET3FN R ST feP l f fi T ffiTR 

$ otter sftefrfw TrfwTttr, ?r£ f^=fr %- ’tmz 
TY SRTfaET oft fFW fifr 8-1 2-97 fiff 

5TRf £*TT «rr I 

[EF. ^-40012/198/92- SR. (tff *j)] 
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5.0. 49.—In pursuance of'Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 

hereby publishes the Awaid of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial di'pule between the employers in relation to 
the management of D.E.T.. Aligarh and their wrokman, 
which was received hv the Central Government on the 
8-12-199?. 

|No. L-40012[l 98 [92-I.R. (DU)1 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 GANPAT1 SHARMA: PRESIDING OFFI¬ 
CER : CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : 

NEW DELHI 

I.D, No. 41194 

In the matter of dispute between : 

Shri Ram Kumar S[o' Mulkhan through 
Shri V. K. Gupta 2 36?, Namner, Agra (U.P.l 

Versus 

D.E.T. Tdecojmumicat'on Deptt. 

Aligarh-202001. 

APPEARANCES : Shri Ram Kumar in person, 

Shri Knyam Sin eh for the management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour vide 
its Order No. I.-40012|]98i92-I.R. (D.U.) dated 5-5-94 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication : 

"Whether the action of D.E.T. Aligarh in terminating 
tho services of Shri Rum Kumnr S|o Malkhan is 
legal and justified ? If not. what relief he is. entitled 
to'.’’’ 

2. The case was fixed for arguments when the representa¬ 
tive for the management has brought to my notice a judg¬ 
ment of Hon Ole Supiemc Court of India reported in 1996 
ELR 483 in which it was held as follows:—• 

"Directive principles of State policy enjoin on the 
State diverse duties under Part IV of the Consti¬ 
tution and the performance of the duties are 
constitutional functions. One of the duty is of 
the State to provide telecommunication Service to 
the general public an amenity and so is one essen¬ 
tial part of the "ovorelgn function'* of the State 
as welfare State. It is not, therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation the management is covered un¬ 
der the judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court and as such 
is not an "Industry”. The Industrial disputes Act would 
not apply in this case. On this ground alone the reference 
made hv the Government i* d imhserl ps th : s court has cot 
no jurisdiction, However, workman is at liberty to approach 
fh 1 ' appropriate anthoritv for redressal of h ; s grievance. The 
parties arc left to hear their own costs. 

GANPAT1 SHARMA, Pic,siding Officer. 
?T# 8 fc ffH' , 1997 

ffiT.JTT. 5 0—TfytTVfTT farr? nfrifTTR, 1947 

( 1 947 ffiT 14)^ tJTTT 1 7 % SEEPTW 4, 

. f. % 'ETTfTT % HTT? fmfHPEf SlV 

srfspFTnr, tS- ftvsfV % tttt Th 


TnftlfT ITtvff %, NT %AU Tt 8-1 2- 9 7 TT TFT 

Tr i 

[T. tttt— 4 00 l 2/l 99/9 2-N’lf. TIE (Tf ^)] 

T. tfr.sfr.Troft, ftsp Nfdmn 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 50.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Goyemment Industrial Tribunal, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D.E.T,, Aligarh and their 
workman, which was received by ~ the Central 
Government on 8-12-97. 

INo. L-40012| 199|92-IR(DU)1 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATT SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D, No. 36/94 

In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Jitender Pal Singh, 

S|o. Shri Vijay Pal Singh, 
through Shri V. K. Gupta, 

2|363, Namner, Agra (U.P.). 

Versus 

D.E.T. Door Sancbar Nigam, 

Aligarh-202001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri Jitender Pal Singh in person. 

Shri Kayam Singh for the management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|199|92-I.R. 
(D.U.), dated 6-5-96 has referred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion :— 

"Whether the action of D.E.T., Aligarh in 
terminating the services of Shri Jitender 
Pal Singh Sjo Shri Vijay Pal Singh is 
legal and justified ? If not, what relief 
he is entitled to ?” 

2. The case was fixed for arguments when the 
representative for.the management has brought to 
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my notice a judgment <jl Ilon’blc Supreme Court 
of India reported in 1996 LLR 483 in whi< !i it 
was held as follows :— 

“Diiective principles of State policy enjoin on 
the State diverse duties under Part IV of 
the Constitution and the performance of 
the duties am constitutional functions. 
One of the duty is of the State to provide 
telecommunication service to the general 
public and an amenity, and so is one 
essential part ^ i‘ the sovereign function 
of the titute as a Welfare St;ue. It is not, 
therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation the management is 
covered under the judgment of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court and as such is not an “Industry”. 
The Industrial disputes Act would not apply in this 
case. On this ground alone the reference made by 
the Government is dismissed as this Court has got 
no jurisdiction. However, workman is at liberty 
to approach the appropriate authority for redressal 
of his grievance. The parties are left to bear their 
own costs. 

1st December, 1997 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

T# 8 fotRp-, 1997 

*7. m . st: —rfirfrfUF OreT* vfafom, 1947 
(1947 14 ) gm 17 % ?t 4 troir ii, 

f\.f ,€\ Srrftrt?' % SSpffif 5^ fnlfrfPU rfk 
wf,u’i % grfr, srsrt 3r fhfirf? rfjrftftot faqis 
if rfmffw Ttftt^TTr, qf ferff % q^Ttt qir 

iwifan- qrffir f,, rft ifr^r qfr 8 - 12-97 qit 

hmjwt «rr 1 

[*t. grt-40012/201 ', C J stp* (if n)] 

%.?fr.sft. ^rfr, srftrofV 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 51.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
«.f the Central Government Industrial Tribunal. 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexurc, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D.E.T., Aligarh and their 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 8-12-97. 

TNo. L-40012|201 |92-IR(DU) 1 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
ANNFXUP12 

BEFORE SHRT GANPATI SHARMA. 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. NEW DELHI 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. 

ID. No. 42'94 

In the matter of dispute ; 

1236 GII97—17. 


BETWEEN 

Shi i Alijan Mohd., 

Slu. Shri Nocr Mohd., 

Rio. Village Pali Razapur, 

Post Pali Razapur. 

Distt. Aligarh. 

Versus 

D.E.T. Door Sanchar Nigam, 

Aligarh-202001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Workman in person. 

Shri Kayam Singh for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|201|92-I.R. 
;D.U.), dated 5 f> f >4 has referred the followng 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion 

“Whether the action of D.E.T. Aligarh in 
ternrnating the services of Shri Ali Jan 
Mohd. is legal and justified ? If not, 
what relief he is entitled to ?" 

2. The case was fixed for arguments when the 
representative for the management lias brought to 
ray notice-a judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court 
of India reported in 1996 LLR 483 in which it 
was held as follows :— 

“Directive principles of State policy enjoin on 
the State diverse duties under Part IV of 
the Constitution and the performance of 
the duties are constitutional functions. 
One of the duty is of the State to provide 
telecommunication service to the general 
public and an amenity, and so is one 
essential part of the sovereign fund ions 
of the State as a Welfare State. It is not, 
therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation the management is 
covered under the judgment of the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court and as such : s not an “Industry”. 
The Industrial disputes Act would not apply in this 
case. On this ground alone the reference made by 
the Government is dismissed as this Court has got 
nr jurisdiction. However, workman is at liberty 
to appro ich the appropriate aufborhv for redressal 
of his grievance. The parties are left to bear tfieig 
own costs. 

1st December, 1997 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
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r,i fesfr, .3fw, 19 9 7 
TT.FT. 5 2.—■^f>»Ti'Dnr=|.' fArts AufvVF, 19-17 

1947 srrv 14 ) AA errs r 17 A : v^f , ' , Tr if, AAAr fFW 
A, f.fr.-, vdUg A A Asps fLoAtA) ^'fs; 

"4'A TAdA % cfr*r, li'iw it iA^'d AiAiIW T-fW T 
ATm 5FT4-eprs- AlAifAT vfsWo'ir, 5f£ iAAi % TT 

IPTtfAT VVft f At AtJU At' 8-12-97 At 

gWf «Tf I 

[A. 973-40 012/203/92-5T,iFF' (Af/iJ 
A , A 1 , A, ^Ai, f«F Siiwtfi 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

£.0, 52.-— Ti pursuance of Section 17 of the 
[hdushial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tiibunul, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D.E.T., Aligarh and their 
workman, which was received bv the Central 
Government on 8-12-97. 

[No. L-40012|203|92-I.R.(D.U.)l 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Oificcr 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. NEW DELHI 

I D. No. 46194 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Omveer Singh, 

S o. Shri Pritam Singh, 
thiough Slit i V. K. Guphi, 

2/363. Nanmcr. Agra (U.P.). 

Versus 

D.E.T. Door Sanchar Vibhae, 

Aligarh-202001. 

APPEARANCES : 

None—for the workman. 

Shri Kavam Singh—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Min : stry of 
labour vid’ its Order No. L-40012|293|92-LR 
(D.U.). dat’d 5-5-94 has referred the followiim. 
industiial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion. :— 


‘Whether the action of D.E.T. Aligarh in 
tei urinating the services of Shri Omveer 
Singh is legal and justified' ? If not, what 
relief he is entitled to ?” 

2. The case was fixed for arguments when the 
representative for the management has brought to 
my notice a judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court 
of India reported in 1996 LLR 483 in which it 
was held as follows :— 

“Directive principles of .State policy enjoin on 
the State diverse duties under Part IV of 
the Constitution and the performance of 
the duties are constitutional functions. 
One of the duty is of the State to provide 
telecommunication service 1o the general 
public and an amenity, and so is one 
essential part of the sovereign functions 
of the State as a Welfare State. It is not, 
therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation the management is 
covered under the judgment of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court and as such is no< an ‘'Industry”. 
The Industrial disputes Act would not apply in this 
case. On this ground alone th“ reference made by 
the Government is dismissed as this Court has act 
no jurisdiction. However, workman is at lihmv 
to approach the appropriate authority for mdressal 
of his grievance. The parties are left to bear their 
own costs. 

1st December, 1997 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

5T# ftwft, 8 far*src, 1997 

U.TTf, 5 3 :—pWA'F fwre vfafTTT, 19-17 
( 1 9-t 7 Vf 1 4 ) Ar irprr 1 7 A -FTtyrof if, AAt 7 
ALf.A.., T'-Tuf % ’mm A dri Atmt! Ah: 
■ft A ^Arnfi A oPfsr, A wyt't AAnfw fA-ittr 

A A'fV i WORf-r ArafPTF <TJ ff7.fr A f T: J Af 

F^rfuT-'r ^rrfV fk At AArv At 9-13-97 A- v t : 7 

TT I 

[t. 'mg-4 0 012/20(j/92--'-Ti t S K (Af^)] 

A.At.A r , for wf-i tt-A 

New Dellii, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 53,—In pursuance of Section 17 < f the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
New Dellii as shown in the Annexure, iu the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D.E.T., Aligarh and thffir 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 8-12-97. 

TNo. 1,-4 00121206 !92-IR(T)U) ] 
K. V. B. UNNY. Desk Pffioer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPA1J SHARMA, 

PRESIDING GFriC'ER. CENTRAL GOVT. 

INDUSI RIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 49194 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Siiri Khem Singh, 

S|o. Shri Bhooma Singli, 
through Shri V. K. Gupta, 

2[363, Nemnor, Agra (U.IV). 

Versus 

D.E.T. Door Sanchar Vibhag, 

Aligarh-202001. 

APPEARANCES : 

None—for the workman 

Shri Kayam Singli—tor the management. 

AWARD 

I he Central Government in the hiinistiy of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|20b|92T.R. 
(D.U.). dated 5-5-94 has referred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion :— 

“Whether the action of D.E.T. Aligarh in 
terminating the services of- Shri Khem 
Singli S|o. Shri Bhooma Singh is legal 
and justified ? If not, what relief he is 
entitled to ?” 

2. The case was fixed for arguments when the 
representative for the management lias brought to 
my notice a judgment of Hon’ble Supiemc Court 
of India reported hi 1996 LLR 483 in which it 
was held as follows :— 

“Directive principles of State policy enjoin on 
the State diverse duties under Part IV of 
the Constitution and the performance of 
the duties are constitutional functions. 
One ;if the r ol 'he St.Bc to provide 
telecommunication service to the genet 
public and an ammdy, and so is one 
essential part of the sovereign functions 
of the State as a Welfare State. It is not, 
therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation the management is 
covered under the judgment of the Hen ble 
Supreme Court and as such is not an “Industry”. 
The Industrial Disputes Act would not apph in this 
case. On this ground alone the reference made by 
the Government is dismissed as this Court has got 
no jurisdiction. However, workman is at liberty 
to approach the appropriate authority for rediessal 


of his grievance. The parties are left to bear their 
own costs. 

1 rt December, 1997 

GAN PAT I SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

■tn T r v ,l, fi, b 1 -Ol N '. 1 9.."'7 

TT. iP , 5 4 —f -Trtrt 1 Affoy 4, 19 17 

( i<M7 w i-4')vff v TP'r 17 «p n-pcorr if, ^4 hTTiy 
if.t.^L., srdVgj % wtriVat Tf-ifjf'fh srfc 
gnhtnff % dfT if forte ifiri'rfo'-P Lot? 

h nrtDT ?n?fifw rtfo'trrq, fovfof, %• qvnrt grr 
mpTfopr t,5ft Miftftw: "fo s- 12 - 97 TrSTT 

fffT 4T I 

[ft. u?r-4 0012/234/92 /srrf 3TR(#f )] 

^ . a f, 5ft. TN7, -IfIT ti 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1997 

S.O. 54.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the indus¬ 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of D.E.T., Aligarh and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 8th December, 1997. 

[No. L-40012;234|92-IR(D.U.) j 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 34|94 

In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Chaudir Ilhan Slo Shri Gang a Dutt Singli, 
through Shri V. K. Gupta, 2|383, N a in¬ 
ner, Agra (U.P.)-282001. 

Versus 

D.E.T. 

Door Sanchar Vibhag, 

Aligarh-202001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri Chandcr Bhau—in pet sun. 

Shri Kayam .Singh—for the Management. 
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AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry or 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40‘li2l234|92-i.R. 
(D.U. ) dated 5-5-94 has referred the iullowmg in¬ 
dustrial dispute to (bis Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of D.E.T. Aligarh in tei- 
minatinr the services of Shii Chandra 
Bhan s[o Sh. Gunga Dutt Singh is legal 
and justified ? If not, what relief he is 
entitled to ?” 

2 . ihe ea.,e was lixed for award when tire repre¬ 
sentative for the management has brought to my 
notice a judgment of Ifon’ble Supreme Court of 
India reported in 1996 LLR 48.3 in which it was 
held as follows :— 

“Directive principles of Stats palicy enjoin on 
the State diverse duties under Pun IV 
of the Constitution and tire performance 
of the duties are constitutional functions. 
One of the duty is of the State to provide 
telecommunication service to the gene¬ 
ral public and an amenity, and so is one 
essent'al part of the sovereign- functions 
of the State as a Welfare State. It is nc ,t. 
therefore, an industry.” 

3, In view of this situation the management i 
covered under the judgment of the Hon’ble Sup¬ 
reme Court and as such is not an. “Industry". The 
Industrial Dispu'er, Act would not appl/ in this ca,\ 
On this ground alone the reference made by the 
Government is dismissed as this court has got no 
jurisdiction, However, workman, is at liberty <n ap¬ 
proach the appropriate authority for redress a I of 
his Grievance. Tbe'parties arc left to bear their own 
costs. 

1st Dee., 97. 

GANPATI SHARMA. Presiding Ollier' 1 ' 
nff fSFft, 1 2 ferrge, ] 0 8 7 

°PT . . 5 5.—-Tft^JTfipF 'Hia'fny n, 1 7 

( 1 947 TT 14) Tt STFT 1 7 % W-pFrt if. *K'PF 
^ftRPT iirrtis', (~j jt.) % % nvs - 

fcTVPU irr tfut ^nhfrrrf % sfr^r i fiSfc? 

fewi? i nfefilw nRPf.'~n\ vi 

fcoft % q^Td *4 STrffrrr Trir i, w-,3 iirv *, v 
12-12-97 TT StF-T'ftrT ‘4; I 

[i n Kf- 4 , M)] 2j r / S 8 Tf 2 (Ul j j 

^ . if. if Trtif, iTlVmfr' 
New Delhi, the 12th December, 19o7 

S.O. 55.—fn pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes ihe Award 


of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the indus¬ 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Deptt. of Telecom., Sicimdrabad 
(U.P) and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on 12-12-97. 

INo. L-40LT2; U88-D. 2(B) 1 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Office' 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SEIARMA, PRES! 
DING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

ID. No. 149|89 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Ram Singh sjo Shri Shankar, 
r|o village Khaguvabas, 

P.O. Sic.i-tdirabad. Disit, Unlandshalia. 

(U.P.). 

Versus 

Divisional Engineer, 

Telecom., Satclite Maintenance, 

Satellite Earth Staton, Sicundiabad 
(U.P.). 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri Pyare Lai—for the workman. 

Shri B..S. Premi—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry ui 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|l|88-D. 2(B) 
dated 2nd May, 89 has referred the following in¬ 
dustrial dispute to this Trobunal for adjudication : 

"Whether the action of the management cl 
D. E. T. Satellite Maintenance, Satellite 
Earth Station, Sicundrcbad (UP.) in ter¬ 
minating the services of Shri Ram Sing It 
Driver w.e.f. 5-8-86 is justified? If not 
to what relief the workman is entitled 
to ?” 


2. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in case 1995 
LLR 483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts. 
Vaikam and others Vs. Theyyam Joseph etc. laid 
down the law regarding P & T DenunmoiliTcli - 
communication being not, an ‘Industry’ it was held, 
as follows ;— 


“Held Directive principles of State policy en¬ 
join on the State diverse duties undo 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the duty j s of the State 
to provide Telecommunication service to 
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the general public and an amenity and 
so is one essential part of the sovereign 
functions of the State as a welfare State. 
It is not. therefore, an industry.” 

5, In view of this situation since the management 
is not an industry so the reference under section 10 
of the I. D. Act is not maintainable to this Tribunal. 
However, parties are at liberty to approch any ap¬ 
propriate couit or forum for the rcdrcssal of their 
grievance according to law. 

Parties are left to bear their own costs. 

1st Dec., 1997 

CANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
foAl, ] 2 LtEAT, 19 97 

•-fT.flr 56.—AlAlfW faqrc STfafalpT, 194 7 

( 1 9 47 f t f 1 4 ) ^ ART 1 7 A dntKA 4 , HTAiR 
SAlTpr At^a % natoA A aAa 

fa Am At Ait ^aA am apt A sfim srsfih if fa ft or 
Arabia a ftttt if AA'iq 'ft'firt AtAtLta 
nf fcfsfr % aAr? At mpfsia vmi At mAw »ratt 
At 12-12-97 At mm § sir or 1 

[A, if t- 40012/21 / 9 u-Mrij drc 

A. AT.AT. : 3Hr, Iftr tffatfET 

New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 56.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 614 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexurc, in the in¬ 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Telecommunication District 
Engineer, Rohtak and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government cm the 12th 
December, 1997. 

[No, L-40012|2I |90TR f LU )! 

K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Otfi.vf 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 137/9(7 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Ramu s/o Shri Teka Ram, 

House No. 449|1, Ward No. 19, 

Durga Colony, Rohtak, 

Versus 

Telecom District Engineer, 

Department of Telecommunication, 

Rohtak. 


APPEARANCES : 

None - for the workman. 

Sari B. K. Saini, Senior T.O.-—for the Man¬ 
agement. 


AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-400l2i21|90-LR. 
(D.U.) dated 22nd/30di November, 1990 has re¬ 
ferred the following industrial dispute ta this Tri¬ 
bunal for adjudication ; 

"Whether the action of the Teleoominun ; ea- 
tion District Engineer, Rohtak in termi¬ 
nating the services of Shri Raimi, s/o 
Shii Teka Ram, Casual Worker w.e.f. 
1st April, 19R8 is just, fair and legal? 
If not, to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled to ?” 

2. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in ease 1996 
LLR 483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts, Vaj- 
kam and others vs. Thcyyam Joseph etc. laid down 
the law regarding P&f Department/Telecomrau- 
mcation being not an ‘Industry’, ft was held as 
follows : 


U/ilVVUVt 


* , x —r tur 

iom on the State diverse duties u n der 
Patt iV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties arc constitutional 
functions, One of the duty is of the State 
to provide telecommunication sendee to 
the general public and an amemtv a nd so 
is one essential part of the sovereign func¬ 
tions of the State as a welfare State. It 
is not, therefore, au industry.” 

3. In view' of this situation since the manage¬ 
ment is not an industry so the reference under 

T C K° n 1 °tJ' D ' Act ,s not “Ui'utahmble to this 
Tribunal. However, parties are at liberty to ap- 
proach anv appropriate court or forum for redres- 

] l 0 f ,, f' r mmvnnce according (0 laws Parties are 
left to bear their own costs. 

1st December, 1997. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
4^ fcfAf, I 2 1997 


w.m. 57 .—-?? VJ T C rrrT yil7 
( 1 9 4 7 wt 1 4) At tjrcr 17 % if, AAV 

n.4 q*r , trf foAf A a a mV A Aarg fhqj5)Af 
Att ^tA stmVm A Cm, if Ufam 
Jj AAV tttttt At Alfa t w feAt A 9475 Ar 

Tt^rfAn ^ AT Aafra At 1 2- 12-97 At mm 
at 1 


[ 4 . qsr-400] 2 / 50 / 90 /viA 0 rpro(A t, u .)] 
%. 41. Af. s u 1 At, £ pp itrfu atpj 
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New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 


S.O. 57.—Jti pursuanne of Section 17 of the 
Indus dal Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
CenUal Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in ihc in¬ 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of M.T.N.L., New Delhi and 
their workman, which was received by the Cen¬ 
tral Government on the 12th December, 1997. 

[No. L—-!0012)50] 90-IR (DIJ) 1 
K.VB IJNNY, D.-sk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 138/90 

Ln the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Shiv Duit s.'o Shri Soil an Lai, Beldar 
c/o Delhi Labour Union, Aggarwal 
Bhawan, 'Lis Hazari, G.T, Road, Delhi- 
J10054. 

Versus 

Mahanagar Telephone Nignm Limited 
through its General Manager, Kidvvai 
Bhawan, Janpath, New Delhi-110001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri C. P. Aggarwal—for the workman. 

Nunc—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-400I?.|58i92-T.R.( DU) 
dated 20lhj2blh November, 1990 has referred the 
following industrial dispute io this Tirbunal for udju- 
dication 

‘ Whether the action of 1 He M.T.N.L., New 
Delhi in terminating the services of Shri 
Shiv Dutt w.e.f. 22nd December, 1987 
is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to ?” 

2. Die Management representative has brought 
to my notice that the Hon'blc Supreme Court has 
in case 1996 LLR 483 Sub-DiviVonal Inspector 
of Pests, Vaikaui and others Vs. Thciynm Joseph 
etc. 1ms declared that the P&T Department/Tele¬ 
communication is not an ‘Industry’. 

3. The representative for the workman has, 
however, referred to 1978 S.C.C. (L&S) 215 
Bangalore Water Supply & Sewerage Board L + d. 
Vs. A. Rnjappa Sc Others in which Section 2(j) of 
the I.D. Act reads as under;— 


“Section 2 (j) of the Industr.al Disputes Act, 
1947 defines industry to mean any busi¬ 
ness, ti'ade. undertakings, manufacture 
or calling of employers and includes any 
calling, service, employment, handicraft 
or industrial occupation or avocation of 
workman. On the question as to what 
falls within and what falls outside the 
statutory concept of ‘Industry'." 

4. The ruling rei'ened by the Ld. representative 
for the workman is of the year 1978 while the 
Hon’blc Supreme Court in id, latest judgment of 
T9% LLR 483 held as follows ‘ 

‘‘Held Directive principles of State policy en¬ 
join on the State diverse duties under 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the duty is of the State 
to provide telecommunication service to 
the general public and an amenity and 
so is one essential part of the sovereign 
functions ofihe Slate as a welfare State. 

It is not. therefore, an industry.” 

5. In view of this situation since the manage¬ 
ment is not an. industry so the reference under 
section 10 I.D. Act is not maintainable to this Tri¬ 
bunal. However, parties are at liberty to approach 
any appropriate court or forum for reoirssal of 
♦heir grievance according to law. Parties are left 
to bear their own costs. 

1st December, 1997, 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

FT fTwfr, 1 ? faTO'P 1997 

’H.dr. 58.—tfraTfrpp fsprn? rtfufgcrp, 1947 

■ ( 1 94 7 WT 14) Yf Effirt 17% ’FDJTO] if, §rgut 573. re 
T.uST. 1 IT - ' 1 1 faqWT 

apr gmfpf %■ if fgfkre tnWif*TY 

fams it ’Hffire Trerbre wfcmoi, nf fatrlr, 

% 94 re Tt ngrrftra w^rfr Yt =f?atT rre-rre Yt 
t it-12-97 Y r |qr qr 1 

[fi. 'IT-J 001 7/58/92-LVhTi HF (ft 4)] 
Y.Yr.ffir. vs'tufr, nft^rO 

New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 58.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hcieby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government industrial Tribunal, 
New Delhi, as shown in the Annexure, in the in¬ 
dustrial dispute between the employers hi relation 
to the management of M.T.N.L., New Delhi and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 12th December, 1997, 

(No. L-400I2|5S!92-TR (DU)] 
K.Y',13. UNNY. Desk Office) 
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ANNEXURE 


BEFORE SHRI GAMP ATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 50/93 


this Tribunal. However, parties are at liberty to 
approach any appropriate court or forum for re- 
dressal of tlu-ir grievance according to law. Parties 
are lei't to bear their own costs. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 


In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Kapil Dev Tewari through 
Dharamraj Singh, 

Divisional Secretary, 

Bhartiya Malianagar Telephone Nigam 
Karamcliari Sangh, T-15, Atul Grove Road, 
New Delhi-1 KMO 1. 

Versus 

Deputy General Manager, 

Mahan agar Telephone Nigam Ltd., 

Kidwai Bhawan, First Floor, 

New Dellu.-110001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Workman—in person. 

None—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|58|92-IR(DU) 
dated 21st July, 1993 has referred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion :— 

“Whether the action of the manage mem of 
MTNL in not designating Shri Kapil 
Dev Tewari as an Office Asstt. w.e f. the 
date of his appointment or thereafter is 
justified ? If not. what relief he is en¬ 
titled to ?” 

2. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in ease 1 996 
LLR 483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts, Vai- 
kam and others Vs. Thevvnm Josuvh etc. la'd. 
down the 1 law regarding P&T Bepartment/Tele- 
comnumication being not an ‘Industry 1 it was held 
as follows : 


•PC j a fS'rtTiT, J 9:77 

m, 59 —minhrtt favs 1947 

(1947 9?r u) ft urn 17 % wn n 
nrr .Fr.n-f .n^. Hi fart-fl % WUrlSi T 'Him 

if ikxtt. Tffi'ffirr; pLwji, at H'Tr % 
aAp. Tr ^ rf^ra TFfr ft, ^'r t *fttt Vi 1 r-1 9 7 
<T a FT §PT -t i 

[71. Usf- 400 i 2/ (i l/9‘l~Urf SPT (3Mj] 

4.4;. at. T'nff, 

New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 59.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New 
Delhi as shown in the Annexure, hi the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M.T.N.L., New Delhi and their 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 12-12-97. 

[No. I .-40012161 j 94-IR (DU)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRA!, GOVT. INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEY/ DELHI 

I. D. No. 56/95 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 


“Held Directive principles of State policy 
enjoin on the State diverse duties under 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the dutv is of the 
State to provide telecommunication ser¬ 
vice to the general public and an ame¬ 
nity and so is one essential part of the 
sovereign functions of the State as a Wel¬ 
fare State. It is not, therefore, an indus¬ 
try'. ” 

3. In view rf this situation since the manage¬ 
ment is not a T1 itvt'vi.v w-> reference under 
section 10 of the I.D. Act is not maintainable to 


Shri Ram RaUau s, 1 o Shri Kauahaya Lai 
through Delhi Labour Union, 
Atmanval Dhawan., G.T. Road, 

Tis ITazari, Delhi. 

Versus 

Mahaprabandhak, 

Mahrmagar Telephone Nigam Ltd., 
Khurffi'd Lai Bhawan, New Delhi. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri C. P. A egnrival for :hc workman. 

None for the Management. 
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AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry ot 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012i61|94-I.R. 
(D.U.) dated 5-5-95 has referred the following in- 
industrial dispute to thU Tribunal tor adjudica¬ 
tion :— 

“Whether the action of the management of 
MTNL, New Delhi in terminating the 
services of Shri Ram Rattan is legal arid 
justified ? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man is entitled to ?” 

2. It has been brought to my notice by the re¬ 
presentative for the Management that the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court in case 1996 LLR 483 Sub-Divi¬ 
sional Inspector of Posts, Vaikam and others Vs. 
Theyyam Joseph etc. has declared that the P&T 
department (Telecommunication is not an “Indus¬ 
try", 

3. The representative for the workman has, how¬ 
ever. referred to 1978 S.C.C. (T&S) 215 Banga¬ 
lore Water-Supply & Sewerage Board Ltd, Vs. 

R. Rajappa & Others in which Section 2(\) N the 
I. D. Act reads as under :— 

“Section 2(i) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 defines industry to mean any busi¬ 
ness, trftdc, undertakings, manufacture ot 
calling of employers and includes any 
calling, service, employment, handicraft 
or industrial occupation or avocation of 
workman. On the question as to what 
falls within what falls outside the statu¬ 
tory concept of “industrv." 

4. The ruling referred bv the Ld. representative 
for the workman is of the* year 1978 while the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court ; n its latest judgement of 
1996 LLR 483 held as follow 

“Held Directive principles of Sta f e policy cu- 
iNn on the State diverse dudes under 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the duty is of (he 
State to provide telecommunication ser¬ 
vice to the general public and an amen’tv 
and so is one essential nart of the sove¬ 
reign functions of the State as a welfare 
State. It is not, therefore, an industry.” 

5. In view of th's situation since the manage¬ 
ment is rmt an »ndns<rv so the reference under sec¬ 
tion 10 TTY, Act is not maintainable to this Tri¬ 
bunal However, parties are at 1ib a rtv to approach 
atm appropriate court or forum for redress a] of 
their rrrtevance according to law. Parties are left to 
bear their mvp costs. 

r.AAp>4TT SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
1st December. 1997, 


ntr 12 fiwRR mr; 

giro ’Jto no.—a'raJhrT Grry \ a-i ; 

( 1947 44 1 l) Tt "4Rt 17 T 43WI 4, T'iVf 
rp.TR viHo-ficc fed? V T TUTS 

fnatYTt Tk ttt tutht t st^wr it IhN^ 
siW-stt faqrs it trsr aferaTri, 

tff fTrttr % 1TTT TT imhfTT % Gt ^TPT 

rpPfiR TT 12-12-97. Urtd f5tt '4T I 

[do nsfo- IOC 1 7/62|9C-’HrisT(Ro (fto5°)] 
ifo 41 o fito -jsni'r, fry. StUr. Rt 

New Delhi, the 12tli December, 1997 

S.O. 60.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
IivJiMrial Disputes Act 104-7 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Cential Government Industrial Tribunal, New 
Delhi as shown in the Annexurc, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M.T.N.L., New Delhi and their 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 12-12-97. 

INo. L-40012|62i90-lRfDTJ)l 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

* V, NEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GAN PATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER. CENTRAL GOVT. INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 59/91 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEEN 

Shri Vircnder Kumar through 
Circle Sachiv, 

Bhartya Mahanagar Telephone Nigam 
Karamcliaii Sangh (Rcgd.), 

T, Atul Grove Road, New Delhi-110001. 

Versus 

The Management of Mahanagar Telephone 
Nigam Ltd., 

D.E. PCM IN). Karol Bagh Telephone 
Exchange, 

4th Floor, Karol Bagh, 

New Delhi-110005. 

APPEARANCES : 

Workman in person. 

None for the Management. 
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AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|62|9l)-I.R. 
(D.U.) dated 19-4-91 has referred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion. :—- 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Mahanagar Telephone Nigam Ltd., in 
terminating the services of Shri Vircnder 
Kumar w.e.f. 6-3-88 is justified ? Tt not, 
what relief he is entitled to and from 
what date ?” 

2. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in case 1996 
LLR 443 Sub-Divisional hrspcctor of Posts, Vai- 
kam and others Vs. Theyyam Joseph etc. laid 
down the law regarding P&T department/Telc- 
communication being not an ‘Industry’ it was held 
as follows 

“Held Directive principles of State policy en¬ 
join on the State diverse duties under 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional! 
functions. One of the duty is of the State 
to provide Telecommunication service to 
the general public and an amenity and 
so is one essential part of the sovereign 
functions of the State as a welfare State. 
It is not therefore, an industry.” 

3. In view of this situation since the manage¬ 
ment is not an industry so the reference under sec¬ 
tion 10 of the I.D. Act is not maintainable to this 
Tribunal. However, parties arc at liberty to ap¬ 
proach any appropriate court or forum for redres- 
sal of their grievance according to law. Parties are 
left to bear their own costs. 

Dated: 2-12-1997. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
frpft, 12 1997 

6i.—sfiaffre fetrz 1947 

(1947 14) am 17 % Jr, 

rpTFR fanRUR, U73 % % TT3. 

ffiq'tTftff am: t Tut, spaner if 

afriftbpr fast* Jr mTK /ra'Tfw 

nf fmfir % q'm /r ^rfirr /r 

jR'+rr /T 12-12-97 vr a f c -T «ui 

[go tlsfo 40012/73/96-dT7o fllfo (^N^o)] 
ToTrofif^ m^Tr, Irqr wftpFrTr 

New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 61.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 614 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 

3236 Gl|97--18. 


New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the indus¬ 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to 
ike management of Postal Depth Meerut and their 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 121-12-1997. 

[No. L-40012|73j96-IR( DU)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Ollieer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. .101/97 
In the matter of dispute : 

Shri Mu Icesh Dutt Sharma 

C/o Shri Jai Narain Sharma, 

Vill. & Post Kasthala Shamsher Nagar, 
Meerut. 

Versus 

Senior Superintendent of Post Offices, 

Meerut Division, Meerut. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri Jai Narain Sharma for the workman. 

Shri Hari Singh P.R.I. for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. L-40012|73|96-I.R. 
(D.U.) dated 9-7-97 has referred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudica¬ 
tion :—- 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Postal Depth in renoving the workman 
Shri Mukesh Dutt Sharma from the ser¬ 
vices is just fair and legal ? If not, to 
what relief the workman, is entitled ?” 

2. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in case 1996 
T.LR 483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts. Vaiknm 
and others Vs, Thevvam Josheph etc. laid down 
the law regarding P&T department|Tclccommuni- 
cation being not an ‘Industry’ it was held as 
follows :— 

“Held Directive principles of State policy en- 
ioin on the State diverse duties under 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the dutv is of the State 
to provide telecommunication service to 
the general public and an amenity and 
so is one essential part of the sovereign 
functions of the State as a welfare State. 
It is not therefore, an industry.” 
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4 In view of this situation since the management 
is not an, industry so the reference under section J 0 
of the I- D. Act is not maintainable to this tri¬ 
bunal. However, parties are at liberty to approach 
any appropriate court or forum for redressal ot 
their grievance according to law. Parties arc left 
to bear their own costs. 

Dated: 1-12-1997. 

GANPAT1 SHAR1VIA, Presiding Officer 
rrt fowfl, 12 199 7 

W o 4 tTo 62 .—-nVathrr Emm arfafaPT. 1947 

(1947 14) tfr tnrr 17 % if, 

JFTn: UtT^onTonTo,^ pf 

fr^fr % rmoj s'a m brotau tflrc ^ _ tutht 

% sfK TOTM if si'DTbpy fa«rTT if 

atVrhH? sfaro Tt famfr £ <p*re Tf 9TT- 

fopT TTcfr t, VW U 12 - 1 ::-9 7 Tf 

SIFT §3TT «IT 1 

[f|o 050 40012 / 100 / 89 -^ 1 ° 2(^f 0 )] 

ipo^to^fo "iHf, nfcWTt 

New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 62.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexute, in the in¬ 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of C.O.C.-V(S), M.T.N.L., 
New Delhi and their workman, which was receiv¬ 
ed by the Central Government on 12th December, 
1997. 

[No. L-40012[ 100j89-D. 2 03)1 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Oflicer 


APPEARANCES : 

Workman—in person. 
None—for the management. 


AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour vide its Order No. E-400l2|10d|89-D 
2(B) dated nil has referred the following indus- 
1 jni /4i«iniiRa thic Tnhimol for :idjudication . 


“Whether the action of the management of 
COC-V(S) MTNL in stopping Shri 
Ram Kishan daily rate workman to 
join duty w.c.f. 29th December, 1988 
is justified ? If not what relief the work¬ 
man is entitled to ?’’ 


2. The Hon’hle Supreme Court in ease 1996 
l.LR 483 Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts, Vai- 
kam and others Vs. Theyvain Joseph etc. laid down 
the law rcgard'ng P&T department, Telecommuni¬ 
cation being not an ‘Industry’ It was held as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Held Directive principles of State policy en¬ 
join on the State diverse duties under 
Part IV of the Constitution and the per¬ 
formance of the duties are constitutional 
functions. One of the duty is of the State 
to provide telecommunication service 
to the general public and an amenity 
and so is one essential pa>-t of the sove¬ 
reign functions of the State as a welfare 
State. It is not, therefore, an industry.” 


3. In view of this situation since the Manage¬ 
ment is not an industry no reference under section 
10 of the I.D. Act is not maintainable to this Tri¬ 
bunal. However, parties are at liberty to approach 
any appropriate court or forum for redressal of 
their grievance according to law. Parties are left 
to bear their own costs. 


ANNEXURE 


1st December, 1997. 


BEFORE SHRI GANPATT SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 19/90 

In the matter of dispute : 

Shri Ram Kishan, s/o Shri Roop Lai, 
r/o Village & P.O. Gharrot, 

District Faridabad, Haryana. 

Versus 

C.O.C.-V(S). 

M.T.N.L. C-28, Community Centre, 
Naraina, New Delhi. 


GANPATJ SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

nf fcrpf, 10 fgJTrsp - , 19 9 7 

tit.£ fT. 6 3..-5ft'aif j rT fsmr wfirfwr, 1947 

( 1947 TT 14) TV am 17 % ITrpruJi if, 

T’-fiPr rpmU, srpvJT TT T gTP-pTT % 5 

famuiTr ’fu t-ftth % Arm, mwtf if 
faEre sftefrfw Errm if srterlTfrrm sifipfiTTir, 

% nmpr t: pttDtt Tmfr g, iff t 

Tt 10-12-97 ml TFT |T1 TT I 

-II ■ 0* 

[rf. nrr- 12 / 3 9 3/ 9 l/?mf.Trnfr-II 

•ft. T. fpF srftTTT^f 
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New Delhi, the 10th December, 1997 

S.O. 63.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 19-17 (14 of 1947), llie Central Government 

hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Bhubaneswar as shown in the Auncxure in the Industrial Dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the management of 
Andhra Bank and their workman, which was received bv the 
Central Government on 10-12-1097. 

[No. I-12012'393/9MR( BTI)1 
I*, i. MICHAEL, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL: ORISSA: BUHBANKSWAR : 
PRESENT: 

Sii M. R. Behera, O.S.J.S. (Sr. Branch), 

Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, 

Orissa, Bhubaneswar. 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 19 of 1992 (Central) 

Dated, Bhubaneswar, the 3rd December, 1997 

BETWEEN : 

The management of Andhra Bank, 

Regional Office, 

5, Salyanagar, Bhubaneswar, 

.First Party-Management. 

(And) 

Their workman Sri Jagannath Biswal, 

Clo: Ram Chandra Biswal, 

Panchayatiraj Department, 

Orissa Secretariate, 

Bhubaneswar. 

.Second Party-Workman 

APPEARANCES : 

Sri B. C. Bastia, Advocate — For the First Party- 

Management. 

Sri A. K. Das, Advocate — For the Second Party- 

Workman, 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, in 
exorcise of powers conferred upon them by clause (d) of 
sub-section (I) & sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), have referred the 
following dispute for adjudication vide their Order No. L- 
12012|393191 -(R(B.ll) dated 20-4-92: 

“Whether the action of the management of Andhra Bank 
is justified in not offering further employment to 
Sh. lagannath Biswal, Sub-staff? If not, to what 
relief ho is entitled to ?” 

2. Jagannath Biswal, the second party-workman has filed 
his claim statement on the averment that: 

He attended the interview to fill-up the position of ‘sub- 
stafF in Andhra Bank with Trinalh Pradhan, and Arlatrana 
Knr. All of them were selected and joined the assignment. 
The second parly-workman was appointed intcrmiltcntly in 
different branches of Andhra Bank and has worked 1 for 489 
days from 19-11-86 to 6-10-89. Suresh Kumar Mohaftty and 
Kanduri Charan Naik. who were engaged intermittently as 
‘sub-stall’ during 1687-88 have been allowed to be engaged 
as ‘sub-staff’ with Trinalh Pradhan and Artatrana Kar, 
Trinalh Pradhan and Artatrana Kar have been absorbed as 
regular ‘sub-staff’ from 1990. 

Although on 9-1-95 by a settlement temporary sub-staffs 
working from I-1-S2 to 31-12-89 who have worked for 90 
days have been allowed to be eligible for appointment as 
permanent ‘sub-staff 1 , but Ihe second parly-workman was dis¬ 
criminated by wav of disengagement on ihe "round of his 
over qualification, more specifically that lie lias passed Cluv>- 
VIII. The discrimination is required to he redressed by 
payment of back wages from 6-10-89. 


3, 1998/lVf 13, 1919 

3. The first pany-management has filed its writen statement 
oil the averment that: 

I he management maintains a panel of temporary sub- 
sialts aftei selecting candidates sponsored by the employment 
exchange. The selected qualified candidates are given speei- 
hc temporal y appointment, foi a specific period. The. em¬ 
panelled cundidaies arc le-appoinled afresh whenever and 
wherever exigencies arise. The second party-workman has 
not worked tor a continuous period of 240 days within the 
scope of Section 25-B of the Industrial Dispute,; Act to en¬ 
able the second party-v.oikmap to claim to be inducted as a 
'sub-stall' within Ins own jight. The second party-workman; 
was over qualified haying passed cluss-ViLl, therefore, was 
not eligible to he empanelled as a ‘sub-staff’ of course bv a 
tripartite settlement with the All India Award Employees’ 
Union on 9-1-95 possessing of higher educational qualifica¬ 
tion has been waited lor the empanelment of temporary ‘sub- 
staff. 

t he first party-management has never denied to give 
engagement to the second party-workman against leave vacan¬ 
cies, The mode ol engagement depends upon suitability and 
availability of vacancies and availability ofrthc second uarty- 
workmua ai site to render seivices and it cannot be a, matter 
of right oi liie second parly-workman to ge>t engagement. No* 
seniority can be maintained Iot such iob because of the emer¬ 
gent recruitment to the job, otherwise the purpose of engage¬ 
ment w.ll be frustrated away. 

Consistent to the settlement, the second party-workman was 
to furnish an undertaking to the effect that he lias to with¬ 
draw the dispute, if any, pending in any Court before consi¬ 
dering ihe case lor such empanelment, the second party- 
workman has not obscived the requirement. 

4. Oil the rival contentions of the parties, the following 
issues have been lraiucd : 

ISSUES 

1. Is the action of the management of Andhra Bank 
justified in not offering lurther employment to Shri 
Jagannath Biswal, sub-staff? 

2. To what other relief, if any, the workman is entitled 
to? 

3. Whether the second parly-workman has completed 240 
days of work to constitute one year of continuous 
service under Section 25-B of the I.D. Act? 

4. Whether the settlement provides for any status toi the 

workman for automatic empanelment as permanent 
sub-staff ? » 

5. The first party-management has not cited any witness 
on its behalf, choosed to; argue the case on the materials on 
record. 

ISSUE NO. 1 : 

6. In Paragraph 6(d) <k (e) Ihe first party-management has 
pleaded that the second parly is empanelled under leave 
vacancy of temporary sub-stuff which ihe second party failed 
to- avail at site like other empanelled sub-staff, and that the 
first party-management has nevcg denied to give employment 
against leave vacancies depending upon suitability, availabi¬ 
lity of the second party-workman at site. From this plead¬ 
ing. (hat the second party-workman was initially empanelled’ 
as a ‘sub-stall’ to fill-up leave vacancies has also been admit¬ 
ted by the first party-management. In its pleading filed on 
23-8-95 at paras-7 cV 7(a), the first party-management has in 
equivocal tone pleaded thut on 9-1-95 by a tripartite settle¬ 
ment at the bead office level, possessing of higher educational 
qualification then prescribed f°r recruitment of sub-staff 
shall not be a ground for disqualification for absorption. 
There seemed no other impediment much less pleaded by 
the first party-management for the engagement of the 
second party-workman as a ‘sub-stuff’. 

The plea of the second party-workman that Suresh 
Kumar Mohantv and Kanduri Charan Naik were selected 
during 1987-83. subsequent to the engagement of the 
second parlv-workman. and both of them have been allo¬ 
wed lo be engaged as '-.iib-stair. has not been rebutted by 
placing adequate material;. Similarly, the plea of the 
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second party-workman that Trinatli Pradhan & Arlatrann 
Kar woic also selected with the second parly-workman and 
were working with the second party-workman and have 
been absorbed as regular sub-stall since June, 1990, has 
also not been rebutted bv the fust parly-management. Ac¬ 
cording to the second party-workman he worked as a sub- 
stall' on casual basis lrom 19-11-86 to 6-10-89 and was work¬ 
ing as a substitute of other permanent employees. Accor¬ 
ding to the second party-workman, his spell of appointment 
was for a month or less than a month as then the circum¬ 
stance was demanding. If the subsequent engaged persons, 
namely, Suresh Kumar Moh.mty aud Kanduri Charan Naik 
have been appointed as ‘sub-staff’ employees, there is no 
reason why the second party-workman will he deprived from 
the engagement even after the waiver of over qualification 
in the settlement dated 9-1-95. 

ISSUE NO. 3 : 

7. In, paragraph 6(d) and (e) the first party-management 
has pleaded that the second party-workman is empanelled 
under leave vacancy of temporal y sub-staff which the second 
party failed to avail at site like otner empanelled sub-staif, 
and that tho lirst party-management has never denied to givo 
employment against leave vacancies depending upon suit¬ 
ability, availability of the second party-workman at site. On 
a plain reading of Section 2>B(i) of the industrial Disputes 
Act, it has not been elicited from the second party-workman 
that the cessalion of work for any day was due to the fault 
on the part of the second party-workman. It Is an unfair 
labour practice to give engagement to seveiyil persons pro¬ 
viding intermittent breaks in their services lest the u’orkmen 
will not bo able to complae 240 days period. A progressive 
legislation should be liberally construed and interpreted. The 
management has not elicited materials that Ihc second rarty- 
workman has not completed 240 days by deliberate cessation 
of work by him, or that the second party-workman defaulted 
in the work at any time to attribute fault on the part of the 
second party-workman.’ In the circumstance, the second 
party-workman can be said to have completed 240 days of 
work constituting one year of continuous service within the 
scope of Section 25-B of the industrial Disputes Act. Issue 
No. 3 is answered in favour of the second party-workman. 

ISSUE NO. 4 : 

8. Ext. 2 is a circular bearing No. 310 dt. 18-10-91. This 
circular is an embodiment ol the terms required for the post 
of ‘sub-sluiF, besides for other cadres. Under SI. No, t and 
5, special provision has been made for empanelment of eli- 
gible persons who have worked in sub-staif cadre lor 90 
days or more subsequent to 1-1-32,* Ext. 4 goes to show 
Ihe span of engagement of the second party-workman under 
tho first party-management from 19-11-86 to 6-10-89. Ext. 
2 has more force. Ext. 4 has not been challenged. In 

1987, 1988 and 1989 the second party-workman has worked 
for 121 days, 175 days and 164 days respectively, a term 
beyond 90 days at contemplated in Ext, 2, therefore, the 
second party-workman should have been empanelled. In the 
last but one para of Ext. 2 it has also been mentioned that 
“eligible candidates shall submit hlled-in application form to 
one of the branches/offices of the Bank where they have 
earlier worked" as sub-staff. The second party-workman exa¬ 
mined as W,W. No. 1 has uot breathed a word either in Ihe 
pleading or in his evidence that he had submitted fiJled-in 
application in any of the branches /offices. In absence of 
submission of application in any of the branches of the bank 
where the second party-workman has worked, it cannot be 
assumed (hat the second party workman has fulfilled his own 
obligation envisaged under Ext. 2, In absence of compliance 
to the obligation envisaged in Ext. 2. it cannot be said that 
the second parly-workman would he automatically empanel¬ 
led as a permanent ‘sub-stalF under the first party-mnnage- 
ment. Issue No. 4 is decided against the second party- 
workman. 

ISSUE NO. 2 : 

9. As have been submitted by (he parlies, ‘sub-stafF emp¬ 
loyees arc not permanent employees of the Bank. For the 
claim of the second parly-workman to be included in the 
panel, the only obstacle of over qualification seemed to be 
non-existent now. However, as held m Issue No. 4 a per¬ 
son cannot be allowed to claim any relief for his own 
wrong. In that view of Ihc matter taking a considerate view 


within the scope of Section 11-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, the non-submission of application by the second party- 
workman is condoned as the second party-workman has been 
over-aged by now while expecting a job assignment from 
the first party-management. In the circumstance, the second 
parry-workman should be engaged as a ‘sub-staff wntrout 
any back wages. 

It) In the net, the action of the first party-management in 
not offering further employment to the second party- 
workman is held to be not justified. The second party- 
workman should be engaged as a ‘sub-staff’ within two 
months from the date of publication of this Award, but 
without any back wages. 

The reference is answered and the Award is passed. 
Dictated & corrected by me. 

M. R. HEHERA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 12th December. 1997 

S.O. 64.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Hyderabad as shown in the Annex- 
lire, in the industrial dispute between ihe employers 
in relation to the management of S.C.C. Ltd. and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 9-12-1997. 

[No. L-22012/77/95-1R (C-IDJ 
LOWLI MAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-I AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

Sri V, V. Raghavan, B.A., LL.B., Industrial 
Tribunal-I, Hyderabad. 

Dated : 22nd day of November. 1997 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 86 OF 1995 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, S.C. Mines. 

Karmika Sangh (BMS) 

Bellamalli Petitioner/workmun 

AND 

The General Manager, 

S.C. Co. Ltd., Bellampalli Respondent/ 

management. 
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APPEARANCES : 

M|s. G. Vidyasagar, Smt. Udayasrce and Sudhir 
Ruo,- Advocates for the petitioner. 

M/s- K. Srinivasa Murthy and G. Sudha, Ad¬ 
vocates for the respondent. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
New Delhi, in its order No. L-22012/77/95-1 R(C-II) 
has referred the following dispute u/s. 10(1 )(d) and 
2(A) of the l.D. A;t, 1947. to this tribunal for ad¬ 
judication :— 

“Whether the action of the management in not 
rectifying the anomaly in promotion of Sh. 
V. Venkateshwarlu and B. Vasu Dev 
by proponing the dated of promotion to the 
date they were authorised to perform statu¬ 
tory duties on par with Shri Amos and 
others who are parties to the Award of 
Industrial Tribunal (C), Hyderabad in I. 
D. No. 7 of 1982 is legal and justified. If 
not to what relief the workman is 
entitled ?” 

Both the parties appeared and filed their pleadings. 

(2) The Vice President of the union filed a claim 
statement contending as follows :— 

The union has filed a petition before the conciliation 
Officer with regard to promotion of V. Venkatash- 
warlu, B. Vasudev and J. Venkat Rao. The Govern¬ 
ment did' not refer the case of J. Venkat Rao, The 
union addressed the Government and is waiting for 
amendment. B. Venkateshwarlu was initially ap¬ 
pointed on 28-12-1973. On passing the trade test, 
lie was authorised to work as Shot Fircr with effect 
from 6-9-1976. He was promoted to ‘C’ Grade on 
28-10-1978, as Overman with effect from 1-9-1980 
and as Head Overman from 1-10-1990. Mr. B. Vasu- 
dev was appointed on 7-3-1973. He passed the Shot 
Fircr examination on 22-1-1976 and was authorised 
to work as Shot Fircr with effect from 1-6-1976. He 
passed Mining Sirdar’s examination on 1-5-1975 and 
he was authorised to work as Mining Sirdar with effect 
from 17-7-1977. He was promoted as Shot Firer-D 
with effect from 1-1-1978 and Mining Sirdar from 
1-1-1986 and Sr. Mining Sirdar from 1-10-1988. 
There was a settlement dated 28-9-1978. As per 
clause 11(D) it was agreed that all the categories of 
workers who are continuously acting without any 
interruption as Shot Firer, Mining Sirdar or Over¬ 
man, as the case may be, for a year, will be confirm¬ 
ed reckoning Ihe service from the date of such con¬ 
tinuous acting for the purpose of increments. The 
workmen have been continuously acting as Shot Firer, 
Sirdar and Overman from the dates of passing the test 
and issued authorisation certificate also but they were 
confirmed in a later date. So they lost Increments 
and seniority. Tn the similar case, this Tribunal pass¬ 
ed an Award in l.D. No. 7/82 directing the respon¬ 
dent to confirm the workmen from the date of autho¬ 
risation. Hence, the respondent may be directed to 
confirm the petitioner from the date of authorisation. 

(3) The respondent filed a counter contending as fol¬ 
lows :— 


The claim is belated. It would cause Industrial 
unrest which has to be avoided by the Industrial ad¬ 
judication. Many unions are formed but there were 
no elections. The workmen are not members of the 
union. There is no reierence with regard to J. 
Venkat Rao. The workmen are authorised as Shot 
Firer, etc., when they passed the examination. Then 
they acted in leave vacancies and authorised absence 
of the regular workeis. They are confirmed as and 
when the reguar vacancy occurred. They cannot 
be confirmed from an earlier date. The aforesaid 
Tribunal passed an ex-parte award in l.D. 7/82. It 
cannot be a precedent for this dispute. The reference 
was dismissed. 

(4) The Vice President of the union is examined 
as WW1 and he filed Exs. W1 to W18. The Personal 
Officer of the respondent office is examined as MW1. 
He filed exhibits Ml to M.3. 

(5) The point for consideration is ;— 

“Whether the management should confirm the 
two petitioners from the date of authorisa¬ 
tion 7” 

(6) Point :—The point in dispute is in a very narrow 
compass. Mr. Bandari Vasudev joined the service in 
the company as General Mazdoor on 7-3-1973, Simi¬ 
larly, Mr. V. Venkateshwarlu joined as Badli Worker 
on 28-12-1973. These worekrs have to pass the Shot 
Firer examination and also Gas testing examination 
conducted by the Director General of Mines Safety, 
Dhanbad for promotion as Shot Firer, Mining Sirdar 
and Overman, when they passed the examination they 
will be authorised to act as Shot Firers. Initially, they 
worked as Short Firers the leave vacancies or vacan¬ 
cy caused by the sudden absence of a regular worker. 
They will be appointed in the regular post as and 
when the vacancy arises. Mr. B. Vasudev appeared 
for Mining Siidar examination directly on 1-5-1977. 
So he was given Fx>, W1 authorisation to act as 
Shot Firer as and when required. His contention is 
he has been acting as such continuously whereas the 
contention of the respondent is that he is acting as 
shot firer now and then only in casual vacancies. Ulti¬ 
mately, he was posted in regular vacancy by Ex. W2 
order dated 1-1-1978 by Addl. General Manager. 
Subsequently, he got promotions as Mining Sirdar, 
Overman and head overman. He is acting as such 
at present. 

(7) The other workmen V, Venkateshwarlu passed 
the examination by 2-8-1976. He was given Ex. W7 
authorisation on 6-9-1976 to work as Shot Firer when 
ever required. His contention is that he has been 
working as such continuously whereas the respondent 
contends that he was working in leave vacancies only. 
He was initially appointed as Shot Firer, Gr. D and 
Iat<;r promoted’ to Shot Firer grade ‘C’ from 28-10-78. 
He was also further promoted as Mining Sirdar on 
1-3-1980, as Overman on D9-1980 and as Head 
Overman on 1-10-1990. 
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(8) There was a settlement Ex. W3 (Ex. Ml) enter¬ 
ed into by the management and die two unions. Clause 
11 deals with mininng stall. Clause 11(D) reads as 
follows :— 

“Other categories of workers who are continu¬ 
ously acting without any interruption as 
Shot Filers, Sirdars or Overman as the case 
may be for over a year, will be confirmed 
reckoning their service from the date of 
such continuous acting for the purpose of 
increments.’’ 

(9) The petitioners contend that they have been 
working as Shot Fircrs, Sirdars or Overman from the 
date of authorisation continuously but they were con¬ 
firmed in the said post as and when a regular vacancy 
arose only and not from the date of authorisation in 
violation of clause 11 (D) of the settlement. The con¬ 
tention of the respondent is that the petitioners work¬ 
ed now and then in casual vacancies only and not con¬ 
tinuously. Both the parties did not adduce document¬ 
ary evidence in support of their respective contentions. 
The petitioners could have filed the pay slips issued 
to them to prove that they have worked continuously 
as Shot Fircrs, etc. The respondent could have 
filed the attendance registers and office copies of pay 
slips,. No doubt this dispute is raised long after the, 
right accrued. The petitioners may not retain the 
pay slips. The respondent of the organisation should 
keep their registers in tact, The learned advocate 
for the petitioner cited (1985) 4 Supreme Court cases 
201 = 1986(1) LLJ page 127 H.D. Singh vs. Reserve 
Bank of India in which the Supreme Court held that 
when the management does not produce the attendance 
registers to controver the workmen’s- claim that he 
worked for 240 days, an adverse inference has to be 
drawn against the management and the workmen’s 
case has to be accepted. If this principle is applied, 
the petitioner's case has to be accepted. However, 
the settled seniority of other workmen who are not 
made parties to this dispute cannot be unsettled by 
this belated claim of the petitioners. 

(10) In the above circumstances, an Award is pass¬ 
ed as follows :— 

(i) The two petitioners shall be confirmed as Shot 

Fircrs, in Gr. B and C, Mine Sirdars, Over¬ 
men and Head Overmen from the dates 
they have been acting as such under an 
authorisation and they shall be paid the 
increments, etc. from the initial date of 
authorisation. 

(ii) The present seniority oosition sould not be 

disturbed as the petitioners made belated 
claim and also as the other effected emp¬ 
loyers are not made parties to this dispute. 

Dictated' to the Sr. Stenographer, transcribed by 
her, corrected by me and given under my hand and 
the seal of this Tribunal, on this the 22nd day of 
November, 1997. 

V. V. RAGHAVAN, Industrial Tribunal-! 


Appendix of Evidence 

witnesses examined for Witness examined 

the petitioner :— for the respondent :— 

WWf ; Paddapalli Gatlaiah 1 ; M. Seshaiah 
Documents marked for the workmen/petitioner :—- 

Ex. W1 : Authorisation dtd. 22-12-1976 given 
to Bandari Vasudev to act as Shot Firer 
issued by Colliery Manager, Boipalli No. 1, 
Incl. Colliery. 

Ex. W2 : Promotion given to B. Vasudev as Shot 
Firer Gr. D by Addl. General Manager, 
Bellampalli area, dtd. 3-1-1978. 

Ex. W3 : Memorandum of settlement dtd. 
28-9-4978 u/s. 12(3) of the I.D. Act 

Ex. W4 : Award passed by this Tribunal in 
I.D. No. 7/82 dtd. 17-2-1987. 

Ex,. W5 : Appointment dtd. 3-1-1986 issued to 
B. Vasudev as Mining Sirdar by the Col¬ 
liery Manager. Mahavcerkhani No, 6. Inch 
Colliery. 

Ex,. W6 : Representation dtd. 18-1-1989 made 
by Bandari Vasudev to the Chief Ad'mi- 
nislrative Officer, S.C. Co, Ltd. Bellampalli. 

Ex. W7 : Authorisation did, 5-9-1976 given to 
V. Venkateshwaiki to act as Shot Flier. 

F..x. W8 : Office order dtd. 13-3-1979 ordering 
promotion from Grade D to Grade C to 
certain persons w.e.f, 28-101978. 

Ex. W9 : Office order dtd. 18-9-1980 promoting 
V. Vcnkateshwarlu as Overman. 

Ex, W10 : Office order dt. 8-11-1990 issued to 
certain persons in accordance with settle¬ 
ment dtd. 10-10-1987 who have completed 
10 years of service. 

Ex, Wll : Representation given to the Asstt. 
Labour Commissioner, Manchcrial by the 
General Secretary. 

Ex. W12 ; Management views. 

Ex. W13- : Faillure report. 

Ex. WI4 : Registration of certificate of Trade 
Union. 

Ex. W15 : Authorisation letter given to the 
Unon of WW1. 

Ex. W16 : Letter addrxsed to the managment 
informing the body of the Union. 

Ex. W17 : Annual returns submitted by the 
Union upto March-1996, 

Ex. W18 : Letter addressed to the management 
communicating the names of the protected 
workmen of the union. 

Documents marked for the Management ; — 

Fx. Ml : Settlement dtd. 28-9-1978 xerox copy. 

Ex. M2 : Xerox copy of service legister of Mr. 
V. Vasudev 
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Ex. M3 : Xerox copy of Service register of Mr. 
V. Venkateshwarlu. 
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New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 65.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 19.17), the Central Government here¬ 
by publishes the Award of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal, Asunsol as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of E.C. Ltd. and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 9-12-97. 

(No. L-22012/139/96-1R C-II)1 

LOWLT MAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL., ASANSOL 

Reference No. 28|97 

PRESENT: 

Shri R. S. Mishra, Presiding Officer. 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Nimcha (R) 
Colliery of E.C. Ltd 

AND 

Their Workman 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers —None. 

For the Workman-— Sri S. K, Partdev, General Secretary. 
Industry : Coal. Slate : West Bengal. 

Dated, the 1st December, 1997 

AWARD 

1. The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them by clause (d> of 
sub-section (4) and sub-sccfion (2A) of Section 10 of the indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide Ministry's Order No L- 
22012)139j96-IR (C.II) dated 19-8-1997. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Nimcha C R) 
Colliery of EC1. in not accepting the date of birth 
i,e. 1-4-54, declared bv the workman Sh. Baleshwar 
Yadav, or in not sending him for reassesement to the 
Apex Medical Board is legal and justified ? If not, 
to what relief is the workman entitled ?’’ 
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2. I he admitted procedure for determination of age dispute 
is contained in the guidelines provided by Implementation 
Instruction No. 76. It says that a service extract incorporating 
the date of birth as recorded in the ‘B’ form register would be 
prepared and issued to each of the respective employees and 
thar if the recorded asc is found to be incorrect the employee 
is to bring it to the notice of the authority by putting his pro¬ 
test in the space given in the format itself. It further says that 
if any apparent variance is there in relation to other official 
records or if there is apparent glaring incorrectness in the 
service extract, the case of the employee would be referred' to 
the Age Determination Conrniitt.ee of the respective ArealUnit. 
whose opinion would be final in the matter. 

3. According to the version placed by the Union, what had 
happened was that including this concerned workman, cases 
of other employees were referred to the respective age deter¬ 
mination committee, because of protest against the recorded 
age in the service extract for apparent glaring incorrectness-The 
Union says that very strangely the age determination committee 
reported the age of the concerned workman to be more bv 5 
years than the age recorded in the service extract and that 
similar was the report in respect of the .other employees. The 
Union alleges that it happened because of some improper con¬ 
duct by members of the committee and that the matter went 
ultimately to the hands of CBT for enquiry into the alleged 
impropriety. The Union now says that the management for 
some unknown reason ultimately failed in giving appropriate 
response to the age dispute raised bv the concerned workman 
and that accordingly the matter had to be re-agiated in the 
form of an industrial dispute. 

4. The management did not submit its statement of facts 
and d\] not even appear m spite of notice by the Tribunal, 

5. The facts alleged by the Union in course of the indus¬ 
trial dispute therefore remain unchallenged, the same having 
not been controverted bv the management. This reason itself 
; s sufficient to iustifv acceptance of truth of the facts placed 
bv the Urnon Apart from that photocopy of letter No. ECL 
CMD|C-6[WBF-27l2169 dried 14-9-93 of the Add!. C.P.M, 
addressed to the General Secretary of the TJniOn reflects that 
n-rords concerning the concerned workman and others were 
in fart seized bv the UHL The fart, reflected by this docu¬ 
ment lends snnnovt to the total version lodged bv the Union. 
One would surelv be impelled to auestieVn correctness of the 
report bv tbi- B"C determination committee that ape of the 
workman was rBthpr more bv 5 venrs. when he was agitating 
th'M his ana whs less than the recorded ace. 

6 Amunst such a factual h^cLtnoimd the appropriate solution 
would hr to refer the nee dispute of the concerned workman 
to the A rex Mpdlcnl Board Tor 'determination of his age. 

7 The reference is accordingly answered exparte In favour 
of the workman and the Tribunal elves the award that the 
rasp of tlw workman be referred bv the management to Apex 
Medical Rnc.rd and that reportlon'nion of the Board be treated 
a« final. Direction in the award be carried out within 30 days 
of beginning of its operation. 

R. S. MISHRA, Presiding Officer. 

1 2 feHH'U 1997 
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New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O, 66.—In pursuance of Section 17 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 

1947), the Central Government hereby pub¬ 
lishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay No. 2 as shown 
in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of W.C. Ltd. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
8-12-1997. 

[No. L-22012|140|95-1R C-II] 
LOWLI MAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NO. II 

MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

SHRI S. B. PANSE 

Presiding Officer 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2|24 of 1995 
Employers in relation to the management of 

W. C. L., Bellora Sub-Area 
AND 

Their Workmen 
APPEARANCES 

For the Employer : Mr. P.G. Jahagirdar 
Representative. 

For the Workmen : Mr. S. P. Singh. 
Representative. 

MUMBAI, dated 18th November- 1997 
AWARD PART II 

On 6-3-1997 by Part-1 Award I came to 
the conclusion that the domestic inquiry which 
was held against the workman was against the 
principles of natural justice and the findings 
of the inquiry officer are perverse. By this 
Award I decide the remaining issues. 

2. Lomesh Maroti Kharthar the workman 
was a Dozer Operator at Bellora Open Cast 
Mine of Sub-Area Ghugus of Wani Area of 
W.C. Ltd., He pleaded that he fell sick on 
14-10-1991 and informed the management re¬ 
garding his sickness by sending medical corti¬ 
cate. He started taking treatment from Private 


Doctors as he could not get good results from 
the Colliery Doctors. He was verbally inform¬ 
ed by the Colliery doctor to take treatment 
from outside. It is asserted that he was ill bet¬ 
ween 14-10-91 to 23-12-1993. On different 
occasions he had produced medical certificate 
to support his sickness. 

3. When he reported to duty he was not 
allowed to join the same and a charge-sheet 
was issued to him contending that he remained 
absent from duty without sanctioned leave or 
sufficient cause for over staying beyond ten days 
for sanctioned leave. The inquiry officer found 
him guilty. The disciplinary authority then 
terminated his service from 22-3-1994. 

4. The management was given an opportu¬ 
nity to substantiate its action by Part-l Award. 

5. Now the issues that fall for my conside¬ 
ration and my findings thereon are as follows : 

Issues Findings 

3. Whether the action of Yes. 

the management in termi¬ 
nating the service of Shri 
Kharthar Ex-Dozer Operator 

is justified? 

4. If not, to what relief Does not 

the workman is survive, 

entitled? 

REASONS 

6 . The management examined Shri Anand 

Hr.ri Binu Labhe, Office Superintendent, Bel¬ 
lora (Exhibit-46), Shri Dendukari Sriir.ith 

Shomeswar Rao (Exhibit-47) Manager and 
Dr. K. Devi Prasad (Exhibit-48) Medical 
Superintendent Ghugus Open Cast Dispensary 
As against that the workman examined Shiva- 
pal Singh (Exhibit-50), the Joint Secretary of 
th'" Union. Both the parties relied upon the 
documents produced on the record. 

7. Anand Labhe the Office Superintendent 
affirmed that the worker was absent from 15th 
October, 1991. The extract from attendance 
register is at Anncx-‘B’. It reveals that on 14th 
October. 1991 the workman was shown to have 
been on vocational training and from 15-10-91 
he is shown absent. He has also produced ‘G’ 
register which deals with the leave account of 
the year 1991. He had produced the statutory 
register form ‘El and also produced the copy 
of the ‘G’ register showing the month-wise 
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attendance of the worker. From the copy of the 
bonus registe - ir meals his quarterly atten¬ 
dance of the earlier period. In fact there is no 
need to took into the earlier period because’ 
the question is to be decided on the basis of 
the allegations mentioned in the Chargesheet. 
There is no dispute that on the point that the 
worker remained absent from duty, from 15 th 
October 1991 to 23rd December 1993. In 
short his case is that as his non-attending the 
duty is justified, due to his sickness. On the 
other hand it is contention of the manage¬ 
ment that he was not sick or at the most he 
was not so sick to attend the doctor of the col¬ 
liery or to attend duties. 

8 . It is tried to argue on behalf of the 
management that the contention taken by the 
workman that he fell sick on 14-10-91 and 
was advised rest from that day does not appears 
to be proper. It is tried to argue that it was 
impossible for him to inform the management 
on the very day regarding his sickness as he 
attended the duty on that date and went to his 
home. It is therefore submitted that he never 
informed the management on that date. It is 
quiet likely that while going home he might 
have seen the doctor and the doctor advised 
him rest. It might have happened that while 
attending the duty he might have seen the doc¬ 
tor and the doctor advised him rest but he 
decided to do the work on that date. Attend¬ 
ing the duties on 14-10-1991 and the mention¬ 
ing of that date in the medical certificate has 
not created much problem as tried to be raised 
by the management. 

9. The contention taken by the management 
that the worker had send that certificate of 
Dr. Barapatre only when the first show cause 
notice dated 15-10-91 was issued to him. Again 
on 25-12-91 his explanation was called. In res¬ 
ponse to it the workman had written a letter 
dated 3-1-1992 alongwith the said medical cer¬ 
tificate. I find substance in it. The medical 
certificate must have been send to the manage¬ 
ment along with the explanation and not ear¬ 
lier. It is supported by another evidence also. 
If really he would have send that medical cer¬ 
tificate it should have been accompanied by a 
leave application or a letter forwarding the 
medical certificate informing his sickness. No 
office copy of such letter or an application is 
produced. It is the contention of the manage¬ 
ment wiffi:s:es that they did not receive the 
same. Under such circumstances I find that the 

3236 01197 -19 


first medical certificate must have been submit- 
ed by the workman only after his explanation 
vas called for. 

10. The manager, Mr. Rao a ffir med that 
ie asked the worker by his letter dated 18119th 

January 1992 to appear before the Medical 
Officer for check up within seven days. Admit¬ 
tedly the workman did not comply with the 
orders. Thereafter in the month of February, 
1992 the manager again called his explana¬ 
tion. The workman gave reply to it on 17-2-92. 
He informed that he is sick and taking treat¬ 
ment from a private doctor. Again the manager 
wrote him on 22-1-1992 and 4-3-1992 and 
advised him to see the medical superintendent 
for his sickness. The workman gave reply to it 
on J1-3-1992 stating that he is advised bed 
rest. It is pertinent to note that none of the 
medical certificate speaks of bed rest. The ex¬ 
planation which was send was not accepted by 
the management and therefore the departmen¬ 
tal inquiry was ordered. 

11. Rao affirmed that even though the 
departmental inquiry was ordered he waited 
l'or a long time with a \icw that the w.-rker 
should appear in the domestic inquiry. It is 
tried to suggest that in paragraph-18 of his ex- 
amination-in-chicf the management accepted 
the sickness of the worker. On the contrary 
Rao explained in his cross examination that 
the sickness was not admitted but the worker 
should not take an opportunity for not attend¬ 
ing the domestic inquiry. It was decided to 
take action at the later stage. Thereafter in the 
month of 11-12-1993 the chargesheet was issu¬ 
ed to the workman. The workman gave his ex¬ 
planation on 25-12-1993. His explanation was 
not accepted Management by its order dared 
9-1-94 ordered the inquiry was ordered. The 
inquiry officer give the report dated 21st Tan- 
uary 1994. 

12. The worker did not enter into the wit¬ 
ness box. t n fact it was hw duty to t.vmdne 
himself and explain the circumstances. On the 
other hand he chose to examine the Union 
Secretary as his witness. By no stretch of 
imagination it can be said that he knew each 
and every circumstances of the workman 
which compelled him not to attend the, duties. 
Singh the witness for the workman in the cross 
examination accepts the fact that he had taken 
the matter of the worker from 31-8-1994. Prior 
to it the C.I.T.U. union was handling the case 



146 


THE GAZETTE OE INDIA ; JANUAKY 3, 1998/PAUSA 13, 1919 [Part H— Sec. 3(ii)J 


of the worker. It is rghtly angued. on behalf of 
the management that the worker did not enter 
into the witness box because he was afraid that 
he will speak the truth. I find substance 
in it. His son appearing before the Tribunal 
and leading evidence to justify his action sup¬ 
ports the case of the management that there 
was rio sufficient cause for the worker to re¬ 
main absent from duty. 

13. The case is tried to be made out that 
the workmen was suffering from contagious 
and chronic skin disease with high B.P. This 
is affirmed by Singh. Now it is to be seen whe¬ 
ther it is correct on the basis of the medical 
certificate. The certificate issued by Dr. Bara- 
patre dated 14-10-1991. The disease mention¬ 
ed is “Ezemation dentations”. The second 
certificate which was issued by Dr. D. R. 
Jougad dated 21-10-1982 refers to the diesease 
called ‘Septic Demti-tic’. Thereafter certificate 
issued by Dr. A. G. Sapate gives the name of 
the disease as ‘Amebic Hepatitic Septic Dar- 
matities’. There is no mention of High B. P., 
nor any doctor recommended for pay raise. It 
can be further seen that Singh in his cross ex¬ 
amination admits the position that in these 26 
months the worker was not bedridden but he 
Was in a position to move for little distance, ft 
is not in dispute that initially the worker had 
taken treatment from colliery dispensary. But 
the papers were not produced on the record. 

14. Dr. Dcviprasad affirmed that the wor¬ 
ker was never informed to get. treated from a 
private doctor as claimed by him. He affirmed 
that if the worker had taken treatment at the 
Bugus Open Cast dispensary he would have 
been issued with an O.P.D. slip and treatment 
prescriptions from time to time and referred to 
the area hospital for specialist treatment if re¬ 
quired. It is tried to bring on record on behalf 
of the worker that the treatment in the dispen¬ 
saries of the colliery are costlier and not bene¬ 
ficial. I am not inclined to accept that they are 
costly. It is always seen that the companies or 
the Government is providing medical treatment 
at a very negligible cost as compared to the 
private treatment. So far as the results arc 
concerned nothing can be said. But the con¬ 
tention taken by the workman is that he did not 
take the treatment from the company s dispen¬ 
sary because it is costlier is without any basis. 
No doubt he got every right to take treatment 
from private doctor if he finds that he is not 


getting result. But as he is in scr.ue i' 1 has 
to justify chat he is sick and aeume aiment 
from private doctor. He has to vee tne com¬ 
pany’s dactor to get cer.wcd that he i-. sick as 
directed ny the manager. 

15. The Learned Representative for the 
workman argued that as there are no rules 
that the manager can direct to appear before 
medical officer it cannot be said that he had 
committed an illegality. The manager affirm¬ 
ed that when it is found that the reasons given 
by the workman arc not genuine, which is he 
got every right to refer the workman to the 
Colliery’s Doctor. Here in this case as the 
workman was sending medical certificate re¬ 
peatedly I find that the Manager got every 
right to send the .workman to the companies 
doctor for verifying the corrections of the 
sickness. It is tried to argue on behalf of the 
worker that the doctor had affirmed that the 
private medical certificate produced by the 
workman were send to him for verification and 
he had not written any letter regarding invali¬ 
dity of it. By this testimony it cannot be said 
that the doctor accepted that whatever stated 
in the medical certificates arc true and cor¬ 
rect. He has to see the workman and then 
certify regarding the correctness of these 
certificate. But as the workman neve’- appear¬ 
ed before the doctor he could not ascertain 
the correctness therein. 

16. The Learned Representative placed 
reliance on Northern Railway Co-operative 
Credit Society Industrial Tribunal- Jaipur 
1967 II LIT 46. That was a case wherein the 
workman were asked to attend the medical 
examination in accordance with the Hon.' 
Secretary’s letter which they did not. There¬ 
fore there was a charge against them regarding 
disobeying the orders of the superiors. Their 
Lordships observed that as there were no rules 
directing the workers f o appear for medical 
examination it cannot be said that ihere is 
disobedience of the superiors order. The facts 
of that case arc different from the facts be¬ 
fore me. Here there is no charge of disobe¬ 
dience. But. the circumstance is tried to brine 
on the record that to ascertain the genuiness 
of the workers medical certificate he was 
asked to appear before the company’s doctor 
but lie did not. It is not that the worker was 
charged for disobedience. But the charge k 
quiet different which I have already referred 
to above. This is the circumstances, which 
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reveals that there is no genuinness in the 
ground which he is put forward by the worker 
for not attending the duties. I find substance 
in it. The ratio in the above said authority 
has no application to the set of facts before 
me. 

17. It is tried to argue on behalf of the 
workman that there are seven types of leaves. 
So far as sick leave is concerned it cannot be 
taken in advance. This is a logical argument 
because unless the person is sick he cannot 
ask for sick leave and one does not know when 
he will be sick. It is not in dispute that when 
a workman falls sick and if he is resident of 
up to the distance of 8 kms then he has to 
take treatment from colliery dispensary or 
area hospital. But the workers who are living 
beyond 8 Kms. may take treatment from out 
side. Only intimation by registered post or 
telegram is sufficient. It is tried to submit that 
certificates submitted by the workman from 
time to time from different medical practi¬ 
tioners are lawful and valid proof of 
illness. I am not inclined to accept this sub¬ 
missions. In normal course the management 
accepts the medical certificate. This is a pecu¬ 
liar case. The workman remained absent con¬ 
tinuously on the ground of sickness. He was 
advised to see the company’s doctor which he 
did not. It is therefore justifiable on the part 
of the management to raise a doubt regarding 
the alleged sickness. Here before the Tribu¬ 
nal the workman did not enter into the wit¬ 
ness box nor examined any of the Doctors 
certifying his sickness to be true. Not onlyi 
that he had not produced any of the prescrip¬ 
tions given to him by the doctor. No doubt 
at the time of argument along with the writ¬ 
ten argument (Exhibit-56) some medical bills 
are produced. They cannot be relied at all. 
It is an after thought. Singh in his cross exami¬ 
nation admits that the certificate of Dr. Bara- 
patre is for the period from 14-10-91 to 
13-11-1997, that of Dr. Ganesh Mastwar 
Homeopathy doctor between 15-11-91 to 
12-1-1992, that of Dr. D. K. Jogad Ayurvedic 
doctor from 7-10-92 to 7-11-92, and that Dr. 
Sapate from the period 1-11-92 to 22-12-92. 
The total period is of 26 months. According 
to the witnesses the whole period is covered. 
Looking to the certificates it reveals that as 
far as the period between 13-1-1992 to 
6-10-1992 is concerned there is no medi¬ 
cal certificate. T have already mentioned 


above that none of these medical certificate 
speaks of bed riddance of the worker. It 
was therefore necessary for him to approach 
the manager and bring to his notice. He was 
going to Chandrapur for taking treatment 
which is obviously at a long distance. It is 
therefore necessary for him to see the manager 
and explain the circumstances which he did 
not. It therefore speaks that the reasons 
which are put forward for remaining absent 
are not genuine and he was not so sick for 
not attending the duties. 

18. It is tried to argue on behalf of the 
worker that NCWA III, IV and V and medi¬ 
cal rules indefinite absence on account of 
sickness and merely giving information about 
sickness to the management is sufficient. But 
no rules were shown to me to substantiate the 
same. For the reasons stated above I have 
come to the conclusions that the reasons 
shown by the worker for not attending duty 
or in other words over staying beyond ten 
days after sanctioned leave is not justified. 
The causes which are tried to be shown are 
not sufficient causes. They do not appear to 
be genuine one. 

19. It is tried to argue on behalf of the 
workman that the action which is taken by tile 
management is severe one and disproportio¬ 
nate to the charges proved. In normal course 
if it would have been said that the worker was 
sick and therefore could not attend the duties 
in that case such a severe action should not 
have been taken. But here in this case the 
cause of sickness could not be proved by the 
worker. He was not ready to attend the dispen¬ 
saries of the Colliery to show his genuin¬ 
ness. The work which was done by the worker 
was of an important nature. The working of 
the company suffered due to his absentism.i 
The approach of the workman appears to be 
that he could do whatever he wants. Even then 
the management could not do anything to 
him. I have to say so because otherwise on 
the suggestion of the manager he would have 
seen the doctor of the Colliery. I therefore 
find that the action taken by the management 
is fully justified. In the result I record my 
findings on the issues according and pass the 
following order :—- 

ORDER 

The action of the Sub Area Manager, 
W.C.L. Bellora Distt. Yeotmal vide 
letter No, WCL|WAfSAM|BSA[per 
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561 dated 22-3-1994 in terminating 
the services of Shri Lomesh Wat 
Prasad, Maroti Khar tad, Ex. Dozer 
Operator, Bellora Opencast Mines 
WCL is justified. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 
i2for«n:, 1997 
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New Delhi, the 12th December, 1-997 

S.O. 67.—In pursuance of Section 17 of 
the Industrial Dissputes Act, 1947 (14 of 

1947), the Central Government hereby pub¬ 
lishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Asansol as shown in die 
Annexure, in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management 
of M|s. B.C.C. Ltd. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
the 9-12-1997. 

[No. L-220121497194-IR (CII)] 
LOWLI MAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, ASANSOL 

REFERENCE NO. 30|95. 

PRESENT : 

Shri R. S. Mishra, Presiding Officer 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Damagoria Colliery under 
Victoria Chunch Area of Mjs. 
B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workman 


APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers : Shri P. K. Maha- 
pa tra, Sr. Personnel Officer. 

For the Workman : Shri S. K. Singh, 
Branch Secretary. 

INDUSTRY : Coal STATE: West Bengal 
Dated, the 1st December, 1997 
AWARD 

1. The Government of India in the Minis¬ 
try of Labour in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred on them by column (d) of sub-section 
(1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has refer¬ 
red the following dispute to tins Tribunal for 
adjudication vide Ministry’s Order No, 
L-220121497194)IR(C-II), dated 26-5-1995. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of Damagoria 
Colliery under Victora Chunch 
Area of M|s. B. C. C. L. 
was justified in not getting the age 
of Shri Manohar Bouri, Fitter, as¬ 
sessed through Medical Board? If 
not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled?” 

2. Guidelines or settling questioned cor¬ 
rectness of entries concerning date of birth in 
respect of employees of the management are 
contained in Implementation instruction-76. 

3. Tire Union says that date of birth of the 
concerned workman as recorded in the ‘B’ 
form register is different from the age shown 
in his identity card issued by the management 
and the age shown in his School Leaving 
Certificate. The Union further says that in¬ 
spite of such variance, the case of the concern¬ 
ed workman was not referred to the age deter¬ 
mination committee. 

4. The management’s stand is that the ser¬ 
vice extract of the workman prepared inpur¬ 
suance of implementation instruction-76 was 
issued to him. But he did not protest against 
the recorded age that he was 32 years old in 
1972 and so his case was not referred to the 
committee. 
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5. At the time of hearing the original 'B' 
form register was produced by the manage¬ 
ment. The initial entry therein was that he 
was 34 years old. It is struck out and is cor¬ 
rected to 31. Below it, the endorsement 6th 
July, 1942 mentioned. None make out the 
age of 32 years in 1972. Also strangely the 
original recording of age in the service ex¬ 
tract was 14-1-1944 and it is corrected to 
make it 32 years in 1972. It is clearly visible. 
The correction is not authenticated under the 
signature of the person who prepared the ser¬ 
vice extract. Hence it is doubtful that when 
the service extract was issued to the work¬ 
man, it contained the figure “32 years in 
1972”. 

6. Appropriate solution would be to refer 
the dispute to the age determination com¬ 
mittee. 

7. Hence the reference is answered in fav¬ 
our of the workman. His case be referred to 
the age determination committee for assess¬ 
ment of his age( wihin 30 days frob begin¬ 
ning of operation of the award. 

8. Award accordingly. 

R. S. MISHRA, Presiding Officer 

i2fet«rr, 1997 
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New Delhi, the 12th December, 1997 

S.O. 68—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad as shown in 
the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of 
S.C.C. Ltd. and their workman, which was receiv¬ 
ed by Central Government on 9-12-1997. 

[No. L-22012/54I/94-IR-C II.l 
LOWLI MAO, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL ! AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

Sri V. V. Raghavan, B.A., LL.B., Industrial 
Tribunal-I, Hyd. 

Dated the 21st day of November, 1997 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 47 OF 1995 
BETWEEN : 

The General Secretary, Singareni Collieries 
Clerical Association, Qr. No. D-16, Raman 
Nagar, 504231 (A.P.) ..Petitioner/ 

Wforkman. 

And 

The Chairman and Managing Director, Singa¬ 
reni Collieries Co. Ltd., Kothagudem- 
507 101, Khammam Dist, A.P. 

Respondent/Management 

APPEARANCES : 

M/s. K. Vasudeva Reddy and P. Ramesh Babu, 
advocates for the petitioner. 

M/s. K. Srinivasa Murtby and G. Sudha, 
advocates for the respondent. 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi had referred the following dispute in its order 
No. L-22012(54J )/94-IR-C. II, dated 2-3-1995 
under sections 10(1) (d) and 2(A) of the I. D. Act, 
1947, to this Tribunal for adjudication :•— 

"Whether the management of Singareni Collieries 
Co. Ltd. is justified in utilising the services 
of Sh. M. Babu as Pit Office Assistant by 
paying acting/officiating allowance since 
1981 till date without confirming in the 
post ? If not, to what relief is the work¬ 
man entitled to ?” 

Both the parties appeared and hied their pleadings. 

(2) The General Secretary of the Clerical Asso¬ 
ciation filed a claim statement on behalf of the work¬ 
man Mr. M. Babu Rao, hereinafter to be called as 
petitioner contending as follows :— 

The petitioner Mr. M. Babu Rao was appointed 
as ‘Clerk-Gr. IT on 23-4-1979 and posted to D.S, 
Rg. IV. He was transferred and posted in OCP-I 
in the month of luly 1979. He is a graduate. 
There is a post of ‘Pit Office Assistant’ in each 
mine and department of the respondent. The Pit 
Office Assistant hereafter to be referred to as POA 
are to supervise all the clerical staff and to ensure 
smooth functioning of the office work. He will be 
paid B-Grade salary. The post of POA was lying 
vacant in OCP-I by the time the petitioner joined 
OCP-I and so the authorities found, it difficult to 
carry the work in the office. So, he was asked to 
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discharge the duties of POA. He worked as such 
till 13-8-1980 when Sri Rajendra Kumar joined as 
POA. He resigned his job and so the petitioner 
has been working as POA with effect from August. 
1981. He is continuing to do the work as such 
till now. The respondent management posted 
Sri Pattablu Ramulu and Sri B. V. Ramana Murthy, 
the Sr. Clerk, one after the other to work as POA. 
They worked tor sometime and went away after 
expressing their unwillingness to continue as such 
Assistant. The petitioner was again asked to work 
as POA from 5-5-1985 and he was paid officiating 
allowance as POA till now. The petitioner was 
also sent to computer training. The petitioner has 
been requesting the management to confirm as POA 
but the management did not do so. Hence, the 
dispute is raised. 

(3) The respondent filed a counter contending as 
follows :— 

The dispute is not maintainable as the petitioner 
is not a workman. Fie is working as ‘Pit Office 
Assistant’ in the supervisor capacity and drawing 
more than Rs. 1600 per month. So, he is not a 
workman within the meaning of Sec. 2(5) of the 
I.D. Act. Tt is tire prerogative of the management 
to create the post of Pit Office Assistant, which are 
of seleclion grade. Earlier they were filled up by 
external and internal candidates. There was settle¬ 
ment between the management and the union on 
3-3-1989 u/s 12(3) of the T.D. Act. It was agreed 
that the post of POAs shall be filled up by internal 
candidates only subject to candidates btmg g’aduatc 
and working in Gr. 1 for five years and also subject 
to qualifying in the prescribed test. Tire petitioner 
cannot question <he said settlement. The Supreme 
Court and High Court held that when the employee 
is instructed to work in a superior post on a officiat¬ 
ing capacity, it does not confirm any right upon him. 
The petitioner has been working as POA from 
5-5-1985 only. He did not work as such earlier. He 
was permitted as Grade-I clerk from 1-6-1985. He 
was having 5 years of experience by the year 1990 
and became eligible to appear for the test. There 
were 22 vacancies of POAs in the year 1991. The 
petitioner applied for the same and appeared for 
for written test. He secured 52nd rank. 
He could not be selected. He filed a 
Writ Petition in the High Court and obtained interim 
order for continuing him till the finalisation of conci¬ 
liation proceedings. The conciliation proceedings 
ended in failure on 29-6-1994, and this reference is 
made. The petitioner is not entitled to be confirmed 
as POA in view of the settlement. Ihe reference 
is liable to be rejected. 

(4) The petitioner examined himself as WW1 and 
filed Exs. W1 to W8. He also examined another 
workman WW2 to speak to the fact of the petitioner 
working as POA since May, 1984, The respondent 
examined the Dy. Personnel Manager as MW1 and 
filed Ex. Ml to M22. 


[Part II—-Sec. 3(ii)] 

(5) The point tor consideration is :— 

‘ Whether the respondent is, justmed in not con¬ 
firming the petitioner in the post of 
POA ?” 

(6) Point.—The petitioner joined the service of 
the respondent on 23-4-1979 as clerk Or. II. He 
was initially posted in tire office of Divisional Super¬ 
intendent, Ramagundem, Division-lV and transfer¬ 
red to the Open-Cast Project-1 in July, 1979. He 
claims to be acting as POA which is of superior 
cadre since about 1979. The respondent disputes 
the same. The respondent admits that the petitioner 
has been acting as POA since 5-5-1985 till now 
with some gaps. The petitioner did not file any 
order by which he was asked to officiate as POA 
earlier to 5-5-1985. He filed some instructions of 
the superior officers given prior 1985 and wants the 
court to draw an inference that he worked as POA 
even before 5-5-1985. Such an inference cannot be 
drawn. An way the fact as to whether he worked 
as POA prior to 5-5-1985 is not relevant for the 
reason that though he worked for few days as POA 
before the date- admitted by the respondent, it does 
not confer any right upon him. 

(7) The respondent admits that the petitioner has 
been working as POA since 5-5-1985, till now 
with some gaps in between. The petitioner claims 
that he should be confirmed in the post of PAO as 
he has been acting as such atleast from 5-5-1985. 
The petitioner is not entitled for confirmed for the 
following reasons. There was settlement M12 on 
3-3-1989 between the management and 6 unions out 
of which the union that sponsored the cq.se of peti¬ 
tioner is one. It was agreed that the post of POA 
shall be filled up by promoting the internal candidates 
possessing the following qualifications :— 

(i) Graduate 

(ii) Should have served for 5 years in Grade-I. 
(iv) He should pass the pi escribed test. 

(8) The petitioner is a graduate. He was promot¬ 
ed as Grade-T Clerk in 1985 and so he completed 5 
years service in 1990. He appeared for the test con¬ 
ducted in 1991 and secured 52nd rank. There were 
22 posts only and at that time, so he was not pro¬ 
moted. The petitioner having failed in his attempt 
to secure promotion on merit, now wants promotion 
with the qualification of acting as POA for a long 
time. The fcict that inspite of acting as POA for 6 
years as per the respi ndeuls and for 12 yeais as 
per himself, he could not secure a good rank. So, 
he is not efficient in work and did not acquire the 
necessary knowledge to work as POA. 

(9) The petitioner cannot approbate and repro¬ 
bate, He having appeared for the written test for 
selection on merit and having failed in it cannot 
claim any right on the basis of his previous expe¬ 
rience. So he is not lentil led to any relief. The 
Award dated 11-3-1988 of this court in I.D. 70/84 
is not relevant for this case as the said Award was 
passed before the settlement Ex. M-12, 
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21, 


(10) In the result, an Award is passed holding 
that the respondent is justified in not regularising i-. 
service of the petitioner. 


Dictated to the Sr. Stenographer, transcribed by 
her, corrected by me, given under my hand and the 
seal of this Tribunal on this the 21st day ot 
November, 1997. 


t r»9 fsAfl^r 13, iota 

Ex. M-3 : Endorsement on Ex, M-2. 

Ex- M-4 : Endorsement on Ex. M-5. 

Ex. M-5 : Letter dated 28-12-1979 of Sr. E. 
E(C) RG requesting for Surface Latrines 
at open cast. 

Ex. M-6 : Endorsement on Ex. M-7. 


V. V. RAGHAVAN, Industrial Tribunal-1 
Appendix of Evidence 

Witnesses examined for 
the petitioner ;— 

WW1 : M. Babu Rao. 

WW2 : V. Gopal Reddy. 


Ex. M-7 : Letter dated 2-6-1980 of T. P. 
Message. 

Ex- M-8 : Endorsement on Ex. M-9. 

Ex. M-9 : Letter dated 8-8-1979 of the D.S. 
OC to Manager, Open cast. 

Ex. M-10 : Letter of the Agent OCP-I, GDK 
to the General Manager (Proj.) Ramagun- 
dem, 'dared 27-1-1992). 


Witnesses examined for the 
respondent 

MW1 : A. Potha Raju. 

Documents marked for the petitioner/work - 
man :— 


Ex. M-l) : Office order dated 17-4-1991 of 
the Colliery Manager (Open Cast Proj.I) 
GDK regarding verification of the inward 
letters by Shri M. Babu Rao. 

Ex. M-l2 : Copy of the settlement entered 
between the woikmen and the manage¬ 
ment- 


Ex. 


W-l '■ Office order dated 5-5-1985 of the 
Addl. CME RGV issued to Shrt M. Babu 
Rao authorised to word as POA. 


Ex W-2 ■ Representation dated 10-1-1989 sub¬ 
mitted by WW-1 for promotion to the post 
of POA. 


Ex W-3 : Acknowledgement dated 2-2-1989 
to Ex. W-2. 


j: x w„4 ; Application dated 5-9-1991 submit¬ 
ted by M. Babu Rao to the General Mana¬ 
ger, S.CC. Ltd., Kothagudcm. 


Ex. W-5 : Notice dated 30-7-1991 informing 
the moihly rated cmplovces of S C. to. 
Ltd. that the pay slips are computerised. 


Ex. 


W-6 1 Memo issued to Shri M. Babu Rao 
dated 25-3-199C by SOM OCP-I, RG. 


Ex W-7 ' Letter dated 10-11-1988 issued to 
the Chief Planning Officer bv the General 
Manager (Proj) Godavari KhaDi. 

Ex. W-8 : Award copy of I. D, 70/84 dated 
11-3-1988, 


Documents marked for the respondent : 

Ex. M-l : Letter dated 19-9-1984 riven byB. 
V. Ramaua Murtby, Clerk Gr I, OCP 
RG/requesting to cancel the POA officiat¬ 
ing. 

Ex M-2 ; Letter addressed to the Col, Mana¬ 
ger requesting for removal of huts. 


Ex M-13 : Comments of G. M. RGP dated 
26-3-1992. 

Ex. M-14 : Application dated 23-10-1991 given 
to the Assistant Labour, Commissioner 
(C), Mancherial regarding the absorption 
of Shri M. Babu Rao. 

Ex. M-15 : Views ^'r emarks dated 7-5-1994 

submitted by the management to ALC, 
Mancherial. 

Ex. M-l6 : Minutes of the conciliation officer. 

Ex- M-l7 : View of the Management dated 
29-12-1994 to the Ministry of Labour, 
New Delhi. 

Ex, M-l 8 : Transfer order dated 16-9-1992 
issued to WW-1, 


Ex. M-19 : Letter dated 19-9-1992 addressed 
by the Union for re-transfer WW-1 to 
Open cast Mine, GDK. 

Ex. M-20 : Letter addressed by the Union 
dated 29-9-1992 for interview with Chair¬ 
man and M. D., S. C, Co- Ltd. 

Ex. M-21 : Office order dated 14-10-1992 re¬ 
transferring the WW-1. 

Ex. M-22 : Failure report dated 24-6-1994 
submitted by ALC. 
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fcRU, 2 4 1997 

<FT.3TI. 69.—'9 ITT % TFFR % 414 II, 

7T-«S (ii) 4 faTEP 20 faWT, 19 97 Yt SRrf'-TfT 
sr netmrr Cr Lrty s facwr, 1997 tUrnr 

Womo 2385 V 4tF1 4: 

(i) “ 1994” % TZ “l99l” Tit I 

(ii) “ 1997" £ PTFT TT “ 1994 ” TJ 1 5fF4 I 

[To tut-3 8014/55/92-0 T° tp? ° I] 

smsr bmpr, sr ? *rbR 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 24th December, 1997 

S.O, 69.—In the Ministry of Labour Notifi¬ 
cation S. O. 2385 dated the 8th September, 1997 
published in the Gazette of India, Part-II, Section-3 
Sub-Section (ii) dated the 20th Sept,, 1997, in 
paragraph-1 : 

(i) —For “1994” read “1991" 

(ii) —For “1997" read “1994". 

INo. S-3 8014/55/92-SS. II 
J. P. SHUKLA, Under Secy. 
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